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THURSDAY, JUNE 11, 1959 


U.S. Senate, 
SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, 
Washington, D.C. 
The subcommittee met at 10 a.m., pursuant to notice, in room 1114, 
New Senate Office Building, Hon. John Stennis (chairman of the 
subcommittee) presiding. 
Present: Senator Stennis. 


DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 


STATEMENT OF HON. W. J. McNEIL, ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF 
DEFENSE, ACCOMPANIED BY FLOYD S. BRYANT, ASSISTANT 
SECRETARY OF DEFENSE (PROPERTIES AND INSTALLATIONS) 


STATEMENT BY THE CHAIRMAN 


Senator Stennis. The subcommittee will please come to order. 

This Subcommittee on Military Construction is composed of the 
followmg members of the Appropriations Committee: Senator 
Chavez, Senator Russell, Senator Johnson of Texas, Senator Sal- 
tonstall, and Senator Bridges. I am the sixth member. 

Gentlemen, I have a brief statement here that I want to read into 
the record which covers the general outline of our appropriation to 
this matter, but I want to say, especially in the beginning, Secretary 
McNeil, that we are mighty glad to have you here, sir. We do not 
get to hear you testify as frequently over in the Armed Services as 
we would like to. 

You are a very busy man, holding an important position and are 
doing an excellent job. 

Mr. McNem. Thank you, sir. 

Senator Stennis. A very difficult position. We are certainly glad 
to have you here. 

Secretary Bryant, we are glad to have you here. We have had the 
pleasure of having you already over in the Armed Services this year 
on the authorization bill for most of the items that are in this bill. 

You are always helpful to us. 

The subcommittee over there that I am a member of takes pride 
in the fact that you represent a department at subcabinet level that 
our subcommittee did not exactly create, but we started it off. I 
think we started it off with just the position of director of installations 
directly responsible to the Secretary of Defense. 

In the reorganization bill it was elevated to its present status. 
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Mr. McNett. That was about 1951, was it not? 

Senator Stennis. Somewhere along there. 

Mr. Bryant. It has been a great help to us, sir, and I am very glad 
that it has happened. 

Senator Stennis. We have been very impressed with your work and 
the: work of your staff, too: 

I would like to take a few minutes to read this statement because it 
does outline the situation for the information of all the departments, 

We are glad to have Mr. McNeil, the Assistant Secretary of Defense, 
Comptroller, and Mr. Bryant, the Assistant Secretary of Defense for 
properties and installations, with us this morning to open our hearings 
on the Department of Defense construction appropriation request for 
fiscal year 1960. 


APPROPRIATION REQUEST 


The Department of Defense is requesting appropriations for fiscal 
year 1960 for military construction in the amount of $1,563,200,000. 
Of this amount $1,479 million is requested for the active services; 
$61 million for the Reserve components, and the remaining $23,200,000 
is for the Department of Defense loran stations to be constructed by 
the Coast Guard. 

The construction Ee for the active services proposed to be 
accomplished with the funds requested is in support of long-range 
Department of Defense objectives. 

We understand that there are no substantial new programs proposed 
and the bulk of the program consists of additional increments for 
weapons systems and force deployments for which substantial progress 
has already been made. 


BREAKDOWN OF ESTIMATES 


The estimates show, as presented in the justification, that $497 
million, or 34 percent of the program, is proposed for support of our 
deterrent or retaliatory forces. 

The bulk of this, $409 million, is for ballistic and strategic missiles; 
$329 million, or 22 percent of the program, is for air defense; $164 
million, or 11 percent, is for fleet support, and Army overseas deploy- 
ments, not including air defense missiles; $130 million, or 9 percent, is 
for research, development, and test facilities. 

The remaining $359 million, or 24 percent, is for training, logistical 
support, including communications, limited plant modernization, and 
general authority. 

Of the total program for the active services $138 million or 78 
percent, is sodaiinehed items requested for authorization in H.R. 5674, 
on which the Senate Armed Services Committee has recently completed 
detailed hearings. 

Therefore, of the construction program proposed for funding in 
fiscal year 1960, only $231 million, or 15 percent, has not been recently 
reviewed in detail the majority of the members of this subcom- 
mittee, since 5 of the 6 members are also members of the Senate Armed 
Services Committee. 

The balance of $115 million, or 7 percent, is for continuing or general 
authority. 

Similarly, the great bulk of the construction programs for the 
Reserve components has also been recently reviewed in detail. For 
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this reason, this subcommittee does not expect to hold long and in- 
volved hearings. In particular we will be interested in policies and 
programs rather than specific projects except where particular cir- 
cumstances warrant. 

That does not mean that we will glide over or neglect any particular 
item, but it means that after all, these have been in such recent review 
by every member except one of the committee, and he is in a very 
key position as chairman of the regular department bill. 


FUNDED CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM 


The Department of Defense has presented a fully funded construc- 
tion program this year which is a principle with which this subcom- 
mittee is in complete agreement. More realistic program develop- 
ment and the application of funds to only the highest priority items 
should result. 

This subcommittee will expect that the fully funded construction 
program concept will be adhered to in the future years as well. 

Mr. McNeil, I want you to expound on that from your viewpoint 
because I feel that you would want that done. It will assist you in 
your work: 

I want you to just tell us exactly what your reaction is. 

Mr. McNeu. Yes, sir. 

Senator Srennis. This subcommittee understands that the con- 
struction programs that are now before us for consideration are firm, 
current programs. For that reason, in addition to the confusion 
that inevitably results, the subcommittee will not entertain any 
requests for substitutions during those hearings for line items that are 
now in your fiscal year 1960 program unless such a substitution is 
clearly of urgent nature and is transmitted by the Secretary of Defense. 

Of course, should any of the items now proposed for funding fail to 
be authorized by the Congress in the fiscal year 1960 military con- 
struction authorization act, and time permits, we would be favorably 
inclined to replace those items with an equivalent amount of authorized 
projects. 

Gentlemen, briefly that is the statement of high points of the main 
— of approach of this subcommittee in the consideration of this 


My attitude toward you gentlemen is that we need your counsel 
and advice and want you to advise this subcommittee if there is any 
question on any particular part of this pregrem from your standpoint. 


We need your rock-bottom opinion on these matters. 

Gentlemen, in keeping with the policy of this subcommittee, all 
witnesses will be sworn and I will ask you gentlemen to stand and be 
sworn, if you will. 

Do you and each of you solemnly swear that the testimony you are 
about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth, so help you God? 

Mr. McNet. I do. 

Mr. Bryant. I do. 

Senator Stennis. I think the time of the witnesses that come here 
is valuable to them and to the Government and I know that they have 
other things that they need to be doing. So we want to save such 
time as we can. 
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COMMITTEE PROCEDURE 


® For that reason, the Chair will insist on order not only asking every- 
one who is a visitor to be quiet, but all those on official business, and 
we will just have an understanding on that to start with and I think it 
will save time. 

Until overruled by the committee, the subcommittee, we will follow 
the pattern of letting a witness present his cause, make his points, in 
such fashion as he sees fit and then the members of the subcommittee 
will question him on any points that they have in mind. 

First, 5 minutes for each member of the subcommittee and then 
after it has gone around one time, additional time, of course, to the 
extent that the member may wish will be given. That is not a rigid 
rule, but it is a general pattern and the Chair expects to follow it. 

He believes it will save time and it will help the witnesses as well as 
help the members in the long run. 

Now, we are very glad to ca Mr. Rexroad assigned to this sub- 
committee. He has worked on the bill and knows a lot about it. 

Mr. MeNeil, we are happy to have you. You may proceed now in 
your own way. 

Mr. McNem. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I 
appreciate the opportunity to appear before this committee to present 
the financial aspects of the military construction program for fiscal 
year 1960. 

Assistant Secretary Bryant, who is with me this morning, will 
discuss the program content. 

I would like to add that the dollar figures used today reflect the fund 
“e Sergamaay for the program that was included in the President’s 

udget. 

Certain modifications, particularly with respect to facilities for air 
defense, have been under consideration in the executive branch and 
the results of the recent study are to be submitted to various com- 
mittees of the Congress beginning tomorrow. 

The details of such revisions will be, of course, submitted at an 
early date as soon as the details are worked out. 

The figures may vary slightly from the budget for that reason. 

Senator Stennis. The total will be different, too? 

Mr. McNetz. Slightly, perhaps. 

Senator Stennis. Please continue. 

Mr. McNett. Although the budget requests for military con- 
struction are customarily considered separately by the Congress each 
year, they are, of course, an integral part of the overall defense pro- 
gram and budget. 


FACILITIES FOR NEW WEAPONS SYSTEMS 


As you outlined, Mr. Chairman, a few minutes ago, almost two- 
thirds of the funds included in the military construction appropria- 
tions goes to provide facilities for new weapons systems. The other 
one-third is for the support and replacement of the existing physical 
plant; for research, development, test, and evaluation facilities; for 
communications facilities and so forth. 

Thus, the construction budget is in large measure determined by 
the same basic decisions which determine other elements of the 
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defense program and budget, and particularly by those decisions 
which involve major new weapons systems. 


DEFENSE PROGRAM PROBLEM 


As Secretary of Defense McElroy pointed out to the Senate Sub- 
committee on Department of Defense Appropriations, the principal 
problem in formulating a defense program and budget: 
is one of achieving balance—balance between the offensive and defensive forces; 
between general war and limited war forces; between numbers of men and num- 
bers of weapons; between new weapons and old, as well as between aircraft and 
missiles and other considerations of that kind. 

With specific reference to the military construction program, the 
basic problem is one of achieving a proper balance with the procure- 
ment, and the research, development, test, and evaluation programs, 
in other words, to insure that the construction of facilities is geared 
to the availability of new weapons and equipment. 


DEFENSE APPROPRIATION HEADINGS 


In my appearance before the Senate Subcommittee on Department 
of Defense Appropriations about a month ago, I pointed out that the 
50-odd defense appropriations in the 1960 budget are grouped under 
five main headings. ‘These are: 

“Military personnel”; ‘Operations and maintenance”; ‘‘Procure- 
ment’’; “Research, development, test, and evaluation”; and ‘‘Military 
construction.” 

The group of appropriations now before the committee constitutes 
the last of these headings. 

There are nine principal appropriations under the military con- 
struction heading as shown in attachment A to this statement. The 
first three provide for active forces military construction. 

The next five provide for reserve forces military construction. 

The ninth appropriation provides for loran stations. The funds 
in this appropriation are transferred to the Coast Guard in one lump 
sum each fiscal year. 

The five reserve forces construction appropriations deserve some 
special mention. -There was a distinct lack of uniformity in the 
manner in which this function was funded in prior year budgets. 

In fiscal year 1959, for example, military construction for the Army 
Reserve and Army National Guard were combined in one appropri- 
ation, “Military construction, Army Reserve Forces’. 

On the other hand, construction funds for the Air Force Reserve 
were included in ‘‘Military construction, Air Force,’’ while construc- 
tion funds for the Air National Guard were merged in a single com- 
prehensive “Air National Guard” appropriation, which also included 
ay personnel, operation and maintenance, and procurement 
unds. 


NEW APPROPRIATION STRUCTURE 


Under the new arrangement all the Reserve forces are treated uni- 
formly—each is provided its own military construction appropriation, 
except for the Navy and Marine Corps Reserves, which can be more 
practicably funded in a single appropriation. 
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The total amount requested in the President’s budget for these nine 
‘appropriations is $1,563,200,000, or about $206 million more than the 
amount appropriated for 1959, on a comparable basis. 

New obligational authority, direct obligations, and expenditures for 
each of these appropriations for fiscal years 1958, 1959, and 1960~— 
-again all on a comparable basis—are shown in attachment A. 

Included in the 1959 NOA column is $24 million in transfers for 
Advanced Research Projects Agency construction. Although no funds 
have been specifically appropriated for ARPA construction, authority 
to transfer up to $50 million from salaries and expenses, ARPA to 
ARPA construction, was included in the fiscal year 1959 Military Con- 
struction Appropriation Act. 

As of the end of April 1959, approximately 63 percent of this year’s 
planned program has been obligated, leaving 37 percent of the program 
to be obligated during the final 2 months of the fiscal year. 

During the first 10 months of fiscal year 1958, 50 percent of that 
year’s total construction obligations had been recorded, leaving 50 
percent during the final 2 months of the year. 


UNOBLIGATED BALANCES 


Clearly, the rate of obligation this year is running substantially 
ahead of last year. The services believe that the fiscal year 1959 | 
military construction programs will be obligated substantially as 
planned, leaving an unobligated balance at the end of fiscal year 
1959 of about $600 million. 

This unobligated balance, together with the $1,563 million in new 
obligational authority contained in the requests now before you, 


would provide for direct obligations of $1,589 million in 1960, and 
would leave an unobligated, but committed balance, of about $600 
million to be carried over into fiscal year 1961. 

We have found from experience that for the orderly execution of a 
program of this magnitude and complexity it is not only highly desir- 
able, but also necessary for the services to have funds available to 
finance construction contract awards for 2 to 3 months after the end 
of a fiscal year. Funds are also required early in the fiscal year to meet 
the various costs incurred in connection with previously awarded 
contracts. : 

REDUCTION IN UNOBLIGATED BALANCES 


As shown in attachment B to this statement, the unobligated bal- 
ances in the military construction accounts have been substantially 
reduced over the past few years and are probably at about the proper 
level for a program of this size. 

An analysis of the unobligated balances estimated for the end of 
fiscal year 1959 indicates that, except for a few million dollars in the 
Army Reserve Forces military construction appropriation, all funds 
are identified and earmarked for construction awards for new projects 
already under construction. 


FUNDS APPROVED ON LINE ITEM BASIS 


As this committee knows, military construction funds are approved 
on a line item basis and are apportioned on the same basis. There- 
fore, virtually all of the unobligated funds carried into the succeeding 
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fiscal year are specifically committed to the line item for which they 
were apportioned. 

Thus, whenever the Congress applies any of these unobligated bal- 
ances to new projects in lieu of new appropriations, the equivalent 
value of old projects already approved by the Congress, and for which 
funds have already been apportioned and committed, must be dropped 
from the program. 

APPORTIONMENT PROCEDURES 


I would like to say a word or two about the apportionment pro- 
cedures which have been in use in the Department of Defense for the 
past 2% years. 

This year, fiscal year 1959, only 63 apportionment actions have been 
required to make available to all services a total of about $2% billion 
one-third the number of apportionment actions required in 1957. 

Part of the improvement in the number of actions required is at- 
tributable to better programing and management by the various 
echelons within the Department of Defense. 

However, we are satisfied that the new apportionment procedures, 
which the Appropriations Committees were sean gr having 
developed, account for a substantial part of this reduction in appor- 
tionment actions. 

These procedures also permit positive identification of the unobli- 
gated balances and, as I mentioned previously, confirm that they are 
committed for currently approved projects. 

In addition, excess apportioned funds resulting from savings can be 
pinpointed and returned to the pipeline. ii: nanan 


OVERPROGRAMING 


For fiscal year 1960 the programs accompanying and supporting 
the appropriations request are in the same amounts as the dollars 
requested. In the past, the value of programs has exceeded the 
dollars requested 

There has been a feeling in some quarters that overprograming 
encouraged a degree of laxity in the program management within 
the Department of Defense. 

Mr. Chairman, I did not anticipate what you said in your opening 
statement, but I certainly concur in your views, sir. There is no 
question, although perhaps it is a little more difficult in the beginning, 
that when you submit a program in line with matching dollars it is 
about as good a program as a human being can submit at that mo- 
ment. 

There has to be, however, some latitude for changes during the year. 

Your committee has been very good about making changes of that 
kind in the past and we anticipate that you would in the future. 

This does force a program as of any given time to be a reasonable 
program. 

Senator Stennis. Thank you, sir. 


ADJUSTMENTS IN FUNDING REQUESTS 


Mr. McNutt. This overprograming in the past may have led the 
committee to make adjustments in the funding requests which were 
not directly related to the adjustments made in the programs. If the 
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committee should choose to make any dollar adjustments in the 1960 

budget requests submitted by the department, it would be helpful if 

om adjustments were directly related to changes in the project 
sting. 

In other words, once we have submitted on the basis we just men- 
tioned, if there is an adjustment, an addition of a project or deletion 
of a project, or adjustment in amount that can be specifically identi- 
fied, we then immediately get the program underway once final action 
by Congress is taken. 

I think it speeds things along all the way around and keeps it on 
a pretty solid basis. 

—— Stennis. Pardon me just a minute, if I may interrupt 
there. 

If you delete project A and substitute for it project M, the com- 
mittee does that? 

Mr. McNett. The whole program can get underway rather than 
going back and reestablishing a new program. 

In other words, if the change is made it is identified at the time. 

Senator Stennis. Thank you. 


REQUESTS FOR PROGRAM CHANGES 


Mr. McNett. It is hoped that the committee, as in the past, will 
continue to be receptive to Department of Defense requests for justi- 
fiable program changes during the course of the year. This will 
materially assist the military departments in providing for unantici- 
pated and urgent requirements, the development of which could 
not have been reasonably forseen. 

There are several other problems confronting the Department of 
Defense in the general area of military construction, which I would 
like to mention this morning. 

High-priority operational items have, for the past several years, 
consumed the bulk of the construction dollars. This, it is believed, 
has been a sound and proper decision in the light of the need to 
insure the best application of the resources available. 


IMPROVEMENT OF EXISTING PHYSICAL PLANT 


The considerably smaller portion of our financial resources that 
has been devoted to this improvement and modernization of the 
existing physical plant, however, has not been sufficient to keep up 
with the wear and deterioration experienced at some locations. 

In future years, therefore, we will probably need to devote a some- 


what larger portion of available construction funds to replacement and 
modernization. 


MORTGAGE INSURANCE PAYMENTS ON WHERRY HOUSING 


One other problem is the requirement for mortgage insurance pay- 
ments to the Federal Housing Administration on Wherry housing 
acquired by the Defense Department. The law now requires the 
payment of not less than one-half of 1 percent for the insurance of 
outstanding mortgages. This will amount to approximately $2 mil- 
lion in additional costs to the Department of Defense in fiscal year 
1959. 
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The housing legislation now pending before the Congress provides 
for a revision of this insurance rate requirement. This legislation 
would authorize the FHA Commissioner to reduce the one-half of 1 
percent rate with respect to any mortgage acquired by the Secretary 
of Defense. 

Should the authority contained in this revision fail for any reason to 
be enacted into law, and in the absence of any other provision for 
relief, the Department of Defense again would be obliged to pay FHA 
more than $2 million in fiscal year 1960. 

Mr. Chairman, I have attempted to restrict my remarks this morn- 
ing to the fiscal aspects of the fiscal year 1960 military construction 
program. Assistant Secretary Bryant is now prepared to discuss the 
contents of the construction program. 

ies tables submitted with the formal statement of Mr. McNeil, 
follow: 


Military construction appropriations, fiscal years 1958-60 
[Millions of dollars} 


New obligational | Direct obligations Expenditures 
authority 


Military construction, Army 

Military construction, Navy 

Military construction, Air Force... 

Military construction, Army Reserv 

Military construction, Navy Reserve. 

Military construction, Air Force Reserve 

Military construction, Army Nationa! Guard. 

Military construction, Air National Guard-.-- 

Loran Stations, Department of Defense 

Advanced Research Projects Agency, con- 
struction 

Olympic winter games, Department of De- 


Family housing, Department of Defense 

Military construction, foreign countries, De- 
partment of Defense 

Construction, Alaska Communication Sys- 


2, 086 {1,381 {1,563 |1, 634 |2,002 |1, 589 |1, 755 |2, 034 


1 Less than $500,000. 


~~ icc, for fiscal year 1958 and fiscal year 1959 have been adjusted for comparability with fiscal 
year % 


Unobligated and wnexpended balances of military construction appropriations 


(Active and Reserve) 
[Millions of dollars] 


Unex- 
Fiscal year mded Fiscal year 


At start of: At start of: 
Fiscal year 1955. 3, Fiscal year 1959 
Fiscal year 1956. Fiscal year 1960 (esti- 
Fiscal year 1957 mated) 
Fiscal year 1958 2, 705 Fiscal year 1961 (esti- 
mated) 
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UNIFORM TREATMENT OF RESERVE FORCES 


Senator Stennis. Thank you, Mr. McNeil. 

May I add, that I think these tables that accompany your state- 
ment will be very helpful to us indeed. I want the reporter to put 
them in the record along with Secretary McNeil’s statement. I have 
marked various passages here on which I want to ask a question or two 
to be certain I understand. 

At the top of page 3 you conclude by saying under the new arrange- 
ment: 

All the Reserve forces are treated uniformly—each is provided its own ‘military 

construction appropriation. 
With an exception you made. Now, that means, the last one men- 
tioned, the Air National Guard, which have had their construction 
— on a separate basis annually, they will all be merged into one 
now 

Mr. McNett. Not quite that, sir. In the past the construction 
and personnel accounts have all been one appropriation. This 
separates the construction portion and establishes a separate appro- 
priation for Air National Guard construction. 

It also establishes a separate appropriation for Army National Guard 
and for Army Reserves. 

Because of the size of the Marine Corps and because in many 
instances the stations are at the same locations, the Marine and Navy 
Reserve requirements are combined in the same appropriation, but 
the boundaries, the scope of the appropriations are identical in all 
instances for all Reserve forces. 

Senator Stennis. I remember something from a few years ago 
where the difference was plain because of the necessity of dealing with 
the States and the local fund proposition. 

Mr. McNet. This would not affect that in any way at all, sir. 
I think it is helpful for that purpose. 

Instead of having the old appropriation account, with a limited 
amount of procurement funds, the pay and allowance account and 
construction all in one appropriation, there is now a separate appropri- 
ation for payment of National Guard personnel, both for the Army 
and the Air Force. 

Procurement funds are no longer included in the personnel account. 
Construction funds are now submitted in a separate appropriation 
and to be used for that purpose only. 

Senator Stennis. I will be asking a lot of questions about this. 

Your main purpose in making that change now was what? 

Mr. McNett. First, we were requested by the House Construction 
Committee to present, identify, and submit the construction requests 
separately because they of course are also heard by a separate com- 
mittee, they have been in the House in the last 2 years. That, 
undoubtedly, is one reason. 

Next is to have construction appropriations cover construction 
only and not be merged or mixed with procurement or personnel 
accounts and lastly to provide uniformity among all reserve accounts. 

Senator Stennis. You think that will be a better arrangement? 

Mr. McNett. I believe it will, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Now in the middle of your page 3 you mention 
that last year we authorized the transfer of up to $50 million to 
ARPA and so forth. Has that worked out all right? 
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Mr. McNet. Yes, sir. All our planning at the moment would 
indicate that of the $50 million authority for construction that was 
granted by the Congress, we will use $24 million of that for that 

urpose. 

‘ Senator Srennis. Without stopping to read all the paragraph, 
how do you propose to take care of that this year? 

Mr. McNett. I was merely reporting that this is what we had 
accomplished. 

Senator Stennis. You are not asking for anything special on that 
this year? 

Mr. McNett. No. 


UNOBLIGATED BALANCES 


Senator Stennis. At the end of page 3 you refer to your unobligated 
balance of $600 million. Then you cover the point I had in mind in 
the next paragraph, at the top of page 4: Do you feel now you have 
this money in shape to where it will run almost on balance and barring 
unforeseen developments you will have approximately $600 million 
at the end of the next fiscal year? 

Mr. McNett. For a program of this size and character I believe 
this is about where it will run; yes. 

Several years ago this carryover was considerably greater than 
this, in fact, too high. The unexpended balance also is coming down 
and is running about two billion four at the end of this year and 
two billion three at the end of next year. 
vias again looks to be a normal amount, considering a program of 
this size. 

Senator Stennis. Unexpended balances, you say? 

Mr. McNeru. Yes; $600 million unobligated. That provides for the 
amount set aside for contingencies; the amount set aside for the minor 
contracts to be placed to complete the work; the amounts that have 
been committed to the field—on which perhaps bids have been re- 
quested but contracts have not been signed as of June 30. 


UNOBLIGATED BUT COMMITTED FUNDS 


Senator Stennis. On this page 4 you refer to these unobligated 
funds of $600 million. You say: 


Unobligated, but committed, balance of about $600 million. 


Just what do you mean by “unobligated but committed’’? 

Mr. McNett. An obligation is now defined by statute and must be a 
signed definitive contract between the Government and outside 
parties. 

Senator Stennis. In other words, it is what it says: it is an obliga- 
tion of the Government? 

Mr. McNutt. Yes. A commitment is where the Army, Air Force, or 
Navy will allocate money to someone within the Government, say a 
field officer, in effect saying, “Here are the funds; advertise for this 
construction,” and it is done. It could be recovered, of course, if you 
don’t complete the contract, but at that moment it is earmarked or 
committed. 

Senator Stennis. It is definitely committed to a particular project? 

Mr. McNett. Or purpose; that is right. 

Senator Stennis. Or purpose? 
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Mr. McNer. Under the new reporting system that we have 
developed, the amounts at the end of the year are identified by 
project and by purpose, so we pretty well know the status. We are 
in better shape than we have ever been on these accounts. 

Senator Stennis. That is fine. I am glad that we have that term 
“unobligated”’ defined and settled on for the committee. I know that 
these terms have been kicked around for several years and have meant 
different things to different departments. 

At the middle of page 4, I understand you are saying now that you 
think this carryover is probably at about the proper level. I want to 
be sure I understand. That is your personal judgment on this, based 
on your experience and as you have wrestled with this problem over 
a number of years? 

Mr. McNutt. Yes, sir; as long as this program runs at about $1% 
billion a year, $600 million carryover is about the proper level to 
properly administer the program. 


APPORTIONMENT PROCEDURES 


Senator Stennis. I wish you would enlarge a little on the opening 
paragraph on page 5, when you say: 

This year, fiscal year 1959, only 63 apportionments have been required to make 
available to all services a total of $2) billion. 

I want to get a little further information on that, just what you 
had in mind there. 

Mr. McNett. Several years ago the apportionment procedures 
were subjected to a great deal of criticism, some of it proper. However, 
when any funds for a project are not released on a timely basis it is 
usually apportionment procedures that are the target although 
perhaps not the underlying cause. 

So long as the programs presented to this committee or the House 
were, or had something of the nature of an illustrative program, it 
meant that subsequently executive branch apportionments were 
going to be slow because we did not have a firm plan to start with 
once the action of the Congress had been completed. 

As you recall, Mr. Chairman, some of the programs were not 
exactly firm a few years ago. They have been vastly improved. 

Once the program has been approved and acted upon here, and 
there is a firm understanding between the Congress and executive 
branch as to what will be done—once the funds are appropriated— 
then the apportionment by the Bureau of the Budget can take place 
rather promptly. 

This action of the project just equaling dollars requested, while 
painful to get started, means that once the action is taken you have 
gone a long way to get the basis for the apportionment. 

So that 63 apportionment actions this last year as compared to 
three times that many in 1957, is just a rough measurement of the 
improvement in the firmness of the programs being submitted and 
acted upon. 

Senator Stennis. Very good. It was difficult to start with, but 
that does illustrate. 

Frankly, this matter at the bottom of page 6 is a new matter to 
me. Iam not familiar with it. Your request is that you be relieved 
of making that payment? 
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MORTGAGE INSURANCE PAYMENTS 


Mr. McNett. Well, after the Secretary of Defense takes over the 
mortgage and guarantees payment, it does not seem to me that the 
Government ought to be paying insurance on it. 

This was a method to solicit your assistance when it is the proper 
time to see that this item is removed. It just is an unnecessary 
item of expense. 

Senator Stennis. I do not see how the Federal Housing Adminis- 
tration could object. 

Mr. McNett. I don’t, either, sir. Now he does not have this 
latitude by law to exempt us. 

Senator Stennis. I think it is just that it be taken out and I 
would favor that. If we are going to have a contest over it, we want 
to know in advance so that we will be prepared. 

Mr. McNett. I don’t think there is. It is just a case that where 
Uncle Sam guarantees a mortgage, he should not pay mortgage in- 
surance through another source, and this committee could influence 
the decision. 

Senator Stennis. Do you have anything else now? 

Mr. McNett. No. 

Senator Stennis. Secretary Bryant, I have already said we are 
very glad to have you here. You proceed in your own way, please. 


DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 


STATEMENT OF FLOYD S. BRYANT, ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF 
DEFENSE (PROPERTIES AND INSTALLATIONS) 


PREPARED STATEMENT 


Mr. Bryant. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman, in view of 
the fact, as you have stated, that much of the material that is con- 
tained in my formal statement has been before you previously and 
most of the members of your committee, I have elected, in the belief 
that you would probably prefer it this way, to have a brief synopsis 
prepared which I would like to give and to request authority to file 
for the record my longer statement. 

(The statement referred to follows:) 

Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, it is a privilege to appear before 
you on behalf of the Department of Defense in connection with the military 
construction appropriation for fiscal year 1960. 

As outlined in the following tabulation, our fiscal year 1960 funding programs 
consist of (a) Projects authorized in prior years totaling $360 million which have 


not yet been started; and (b) projects totaling $1,213 million for which new 
authorization has been requested in our fiscal year 1960 authorization bill. 
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{In millions] 


Amount of | Amount of 

new fiscal | prior years’ 

year 1960 authoriza- | Total fiscal | Total fiscaj 
authoriza- tion con- year 1960 year 1960 
tion con- tained in funding appropria- 
tained in funding program tion request 


Military construction, Army 

Military construction, Navy 

Military construction, Air Force... 

Military construction, Army Reserve. 
Military construction, Naval Reserve 

Military construction, Air Force Reserve 
Military construction, Army National Guard__ 
Military construction, Air National Guard-.-.-- 
Loran stations, Department of Defense. 


As new authorization constitutes the major portion of these funding programs, 
I should like to outline the manner in which the facilities comprising this fiscal 
year 1960 authorization were planned, reviewed, and finally selected, after repeated 
screening, as the projects necessary to support proven military operational 
requirements. 

Development and review of the fiscal year 1960 construction program.—After their 
initial planning and preparation at the respective Army, Navy, and Air Force 
bases, the projects comprising the fiscal year 1960 military construction authori- 
zation program were consolidated and screened by the various intermediate com- 
mands within each Department. Following this, these projects were azain 
reviewed at the headquarters of the three respective Departments, before trans- 
mittal to the Secretary of Defense. 

During examination in my office, and in the other offices of the Secretary of 
Defense, particular care was taken to verify that those projects selected for inclu- 
sion in the authorization bill were needed to support long-term future objectives, 
military plans, and force levels. We are well aware that heavy expenditures for 
new weapons will create a tremendous financial burden for the next several years. 
For this reason, our selection of projects was strictly limited to those for which a 
compelling military necessity exists. Projects which were merely desirable, but 
not essential, were eliminated. Moreover, those projects which were approved 
oo each scrutinized from the standpoint of size, cost, location, and proper 

esigns. 

Questionable projects were discussed in detail with the respective service repre- 
sentatives, and this year, as a result of our review and screening procedures, the 
programs submitted by all of the Departments were reduced from their original 
total of $2,204,420,000, to an approved total of $1,429,340,000. Then, the 
Bureau of the Budget conducted a still further review, during which the program 
was further reduced to $1,356,290,000, which is the amount of new authorization 
requested in the fiscal year 1960 authorization bill. 

Congressional action on this authorization bill is not vet complete. However, 
in order that action could be started by your committee on our fiscal year 1960 
appropriation request, projects were selected from the bill which should be placed 
under construction during fiscal year 1960, and it is these items, totaling $1,213 
million, which comprise the new authorization portion of our funding programs. 

The remaining projects in these funding programs, which total $360 million, 
consist principally of items selected from prior years’ authorization on which 
construction has been delayed. Due to their postponement, the need for certain 
of these prior years’ projects has now become more urgent. Careful study has 
been devoted to the division of fiscal year 1960 funds so as to assure continued 
progress on both prior authorization, and on new projects that must be provided 
to support the new weapons and advanced technology of our military forces. 

Summary of the funding programs.—lIn order to present to the committee in 
brief form a summary of the constructionwhich is contained in the funding pro- 

ams for the Active Forces, the following tabulations have been provided, which 

escribe the major projects, and show the amount and percentage of the funds 
devoted to each. 
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Summary of the major projects comprising the funding program for Military 


Construction, Army 


For construction of NIKE-HERCULES, HAWK, and MISSILE MASTER fa- 
cilities in continental United States and oversea areas 

For facilities in support of research, development, and test activities on th 
ZEUS program. 

For maintenance and storage facilities, and troop support items in Germany, Italy, 
and along the line of communications in France 

For family housing; to include $10,149,000 for the construction of 312 units in the 
continental United States; $2,472,000 for the construction of 64 units in Hawaii; 
$3,351,000 for construction of 164 units at classified locations in oversea areas; 
$6,500,000 for Capehart off-site utilities; and $300,000 for improvements to 60 in- 
adequate family quarters 

To fund general authorization to provide $15 million for advance planning and de- 
sign; $6,500,000 for minor construction; and $2,000,000 for access roads 

For supply, maintenance, and administrative facilities in the continental United 
States and oversea areas 

For construction of troop dormitories and dining halls in the continental United 
States and oversea areas 

For essential utilities projects at major installations throughout the United States_- 

For construction of facilities in support of classified projects in oversea areas 

For the construction of hospital and medical facilities including $4,800,000 for a 
150/300-bed hospital at Fort Eustis, Va.; $3,500,000 for a 125/200 bed hospital at 
Fort McClellan, Ala.; $1,200,000 for a medical laboratory at Fort Meade, Md.; 
$800,000 for the rehabilitation of a 46-bed hospital at Redstone Arsenal, Ala.; and 
$500,000 for a dental clinic at Fort Campbell, Ky 

For construction of facilities to support Army training activities, including $1,700,- 
000 to provide for training in missi!e-tracking technignes at Fort Bliss, Tex.; $3,- 
600,000 for facilities at the Missile Training Command at Fort Sill, Okla.; and 
$5,400,000 for small arms trainfire facilities in the continental United States and 
oversea area. 

For essential airfield and heliport facilities at major installations within the United 
States and in oversea areas to support the Army's aviation program 


For research, Soveireains and test facilities of programs other than NIKE-ZEUS. 


For construction of the final increment of an operational and communication facility 
fcr the combined military departrrents and JCS 

For community, welfare, and morale facilities in the United States and in oversea 
areas, including service clubs, charels, post exchanges, and other community sup- 
port facilities, including dependent schools in Germany and Italy 

For essential facilities other than troop housing in support of the Pacific scatter and 
stratezic Army communications systems-- 

For essential facilities other than family housing and troop housing in support of the 
Army security agency at installations in oversea areas 


42550—59—2 


Amount 


$88, 646, 000 
58, 000, 000 
24, 124, 000 


22, 772, 000 
23, 700, 000 
19, 369, 000 
18, 257, 000 


14, 148, 000 
13, 237, 000 


12, 037, 000 


10, 733, 000 


9, 457, 000 
7, 774, 000 


6, 300, 000 


5, 573, 000 
4, 617, 000 
2, 627, 000 


341, 371, 000 


Percent 


26.0 
17.0 
7.0 
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Summary of the major projects comprising the funding program for military 


construction, Navy 


For construction of facilities at continental and oversea naval shore bases to sup- 
hee aircraft, the carriers and the combat and supply ships of the Navy strik- 

net cesininheeeetma eae te rote makes cenctnn Seat eben cet enero ews 

For construction of troop dormitories and ing halls in the continental United 
States and oversea areas 

For construction of Pacific Missile Range facilities to support Army, Navy, and 
Air Force missile evaluation and training activities and vo vehicle tests 

For construction of facilities to support the training of naval forces 

To fund general authorization to provide $13.5 million for advance planning and 
design; $4 million for minor construction; $4 million for replacement of destroyed 
or damaged facilities; and $2 million for access roads 

For construction in support of supplv activities, improvement and modernization 
of utilities, and miscellaneous support items 

For the construction of hospital and medical facilities including $7.8 million for re- 
placement of a 258-bed hospital facility at the National Naval Medical Center, 
Bethesda, Md.; $2.3 million for a 67-bed hospital at the Naval Air Station, Le- 
moore, Calif., and $0.9 million for a 40-bed hospital addition at the Naval Station 
Roosevelt Roads, P.R 

For construction necessary to support the eastward extension of the DEW line---- 

For construction of additional electric power facilities for Navy and Air Force re- 
quirerrents on the island of Guam 

For construction of facilities necessary to support antisubmarine warfare operating 
and training activities. _-- 

For research and dev elopment facilities, excluding projects at the Pacific Missile 
Range and prcjects in support of POLARIS developrrent. 

For construction of facilities in support of shipbuilding and ship repair activities in 
the continental United States__..._ _- 

For construction of facilities to support “Marine Corps ground and air forces in the 
continental United States___- 

For construction of facilities in su port of worldwide communications systems .-- 

For family housing, to include e 300,000 for Capehart housing offsite utilities; 
$300,000 in support of surplus comm. odity housing; and $300,000 for improvements 
to 75 inadequate fan ily quarters____- 

— of facilities in support ‘of test and development of the POLARIS 
MEG ionic 

For fee acquisition | of 1.834 acres of land at a cost of $805,000 and easements over 704 
acres at a cost of $62,000 


Amount 


$50, 186, 000 
29, 366, 000 
27, 100. 000 
25, 202, 000 
23, 500, 000 
12, 732, 000 


11, 405. 000 
11, 026, 000 


10, 947, 000 
10, 021, 000 
6, 854, 000 
5, 784, 000 
5, 635, 000 
5, 361, 000 
4, 872, 000 
4, 240, 000 
867, 000 


245, 098, 000 


Percent 
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Summary of the major projects comprising the funding program for military 
construction, Air Force 


Amount | Percent 


For construction of necessary facilities in support of ballistic missiles. $393, 085, 000 43.8 
For construction of additional SAGE centers and for other support facilities for the 

continued buildup of the present SAGE system 70, 502, 000 
For construction of facilities at bases in the United States required to support 

Strategic Air Command manned aircraft missions 68, 315, 000 
For facilities required in support of DEW line stations and 19 radar gap filler sites, 

and the construction and improvement of facilities at A.C. & W. stations. 48, 579, 000 
To fund general authorization to provide $25,000,000 for advance planning and 

design; $17,000,000 for minor construction; and $4,000,000 for access roads 46, 000, 000 
For the construction of necessary facilities in support of fighter interceptor and 

tactical aircraft at various bases worldwide 34, 143, 000 
For additional facilities required in support of the ballistic missile early warning 


33, 456, 000 
For construction of operational facilities in support of the BOMARC missile at 

locations in the United States 26, 009, 000 
For research and development and test facilities 22, 601, 000 
For the second increment of construction required for the expansion of Andrews 

Air Force Base to accommodate Air Force units now located at Bolling Air Force 

Rase and Washington National Airpo' 21, 020, 000 
For construction of trocp dormitories and dining halls in the continental United 

States and overseas areas 18, 953, 000 
For the construction of hospital and medical facilities, including $1 ,600,| 000 for a 

30/50 bed hospital at Clinton County Air Force Base, Ohio; $6,934, 000 for a 300500 

bed hospital at S*eppard Air Force Base, Tex.; $1,643,000 for a 30/50 bed hospital 

at Grand Forks Air Force Base, N. Dak., and $4,900,000 for a 200/200 bed hospital 

at Clark Air Force Base, Philippine Islands ee 16, 470, 000 1.8 
For construction of necessary facilities in support of the MACE missile at various 

locations overseas... -- 15, 916, 000 1.8 
For the construction of supply facilities, utility projects, and miscellaneous support 

items for essential provrams worldwide... _.- 13, 380, 000 1.4 
For farrily housing, to include $1,836,000 for the construction of 108 units in the 

continental United States; $9,000, 000 for Capehart offsite utilities; and $1,000,000 

in support of surplus commodity "housing... _- : 11, 836, 000 1.3 
For the continued construction of facilities in support ‘of worldwide communica- 

tions systems... ----. 10, 639, 000 1.2 
For the first increment of construction of a hardened combat ‘operations ‘center for 

the Norad command... 10, 000, 000 £3 
For construction of necessary facilities in ‘support of ‘strategic missiles in the con- 

tinental United States_-..-.-- 10, 000, 000 1.1 
For community, welfare, and morale facilities in the United States and in oversea 

SN cs cinermecn 8, 611, 000 1.0 
For the construction of acaderric training facilities fcr the U.S. Air Force Institute 

of Technology at Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Ohio 7, 400, 000 -8 
For the construction of facilities in support of Strategic Air Command missions at 

oversea bases. 6, 196, 000 
For the construction of facilities at Air Materiel Command depots in the conti- 

nental United States... -__- 2, 332, 000 
For the construction of technical training ‘facilities at Amarillo and Lackland Air 

acne anes ane ead neuiwsaecantagccss 2, 226, 000 
For fee acquisition of 740 acres of land at a cost of $308,000. and easements over 75 

acres at a cost of $72,000. 380, 000 


7 
3 
+2 

1 

0 


. 


| 898, 040,000! 100. 


Uniform construction standards.—The Depaitment of Defense system of uniform 
standards and criteria for military construction, under development since 1954, 
is now well established, and has been revised and expanded during the past year. 
Improvements have been made in the fields of bachelor officer quarters, family 
housing, air conditioning, hospitals, as well as other areas. 

Detailed review procedures governing all stages of the complex design involved 
in military hospitals have been developed in coordination with the Bureau of 
the Budget, and are being applied in the control of the military hospital program. 

A standard procedure for the review of proposed projects involving all protective 
construction has been developed. This establishes criteria to cover the critical 
and costly elements of this type of construction, such as justifiable level of pro- 
tection, tolerable damage criteria for personnel and equipment, space utilization, 
and structural requirements. 

Surveillance of our construction standards and criteria has been maintained 
through site inspections of numerous types of facilities. A recent example of 
such surveillance is the technical inspection and analysis of representative Cape- 
hart housing projects to determine the adequacy and economy of the projects 

7 being constructed to date, which are expected to result in appropriate revisions 
and improvement in the "Department of Defense standards for these facilities. 





18 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION APPROPRIATIONS, 1960 


Substantial progress has been made in extending uniform practices and effecting 
economy in the construction of airfield pavements, both in the design of paving 
and the selection of pavement types, and contract bidding practices are being 
standardized in order to encourage competitive bidding on a greater proportion 
of airfield pavement areas. 

As a result of these technical controls, a continuing trend toward greater 
uniformity of design and comparability of facilities is apparent in military con- 
struction. 

Contracting procedures.—Contracts are being advertised only after design has 
been completed and checked, and the scope of the work to be undertaken carefully 
determined and defined, in order to prevent expensive contract revisions. Except 
under unusual circustances, all contracts are being awarded on a competitive 
basis to the lowest responsible bidder, and during fiscal year 1958, 96 percent of 
all work placed under contract was handled in this manner. Every effort will be 
made to continue our practices of advertising for bids on the open market. Semi- 
annual reports on this important aspect of our contracting activity will continue 
to be made to Congress, as required by Public Law 85-685. Placement of con- 
tracts by negotiation will be utilized only where such procurement is in the interest 
of national defense. 

Real estate-—Modifications in weapons have necessitated revisions in many of 
our installations in order to maintain effective support under rapidly changing 
conditions. Most of our installations were constructed during World War II, 
Some of the were acquired during World War I and a few prior to that time. A 
substantial part of our industrial production capacity is designed to produce con- 
ventional ordnance and ammunition, much of which is now stockpiled. A number 
of installations have become obsolescent or represent a kind of capability which now 
is needed in less volume than heretofore was required. Whenever it is feasible 
and economical, such installations are expanded or converted to support new 
missions. A certain number, however, which do not lend themselves to expansion 
or conversion and for which a continuing requirement no longer exists, must he 
closed and reported to GSA for disposal. I wish to emphasize that every pre- 
caution is taken to make maximum use of such closed installations for the support 
of new missions and programs thereby holding to a minimum requirements for 
new acquisition and construction appropriations. Studies are made on a con- 
tinuing basis to eliminate installations which are not essential to long-range 
planning objectives; to reveal where consolidation of functions can be accom- 
plished; and to identify land areas and buildings which can be made available to 
other military departments. 

In this connection, a pool of installations not in active use has been assembled 
by States in which they are located. Action has been initiated to supplement 
this pool with a listing of all out-granted land and vacant or unprogramed build- 
ing space in major categories of permanent and semipermanent buildings located 
on active installations. This complete assemblage will be screened by the mil- 
itary departments in preparing, and by the Office of the Assistant Secretary of 
Defense (P. & I.) in reviewing, all subsequent MCA submissions to assure that 
existing facilities are utilized to the maximum extent possible in lieu of land 
acquisition and new construction. Actually, this screening process has been 
conducted by this office since 1955 through the use of the inactive and excess 
categories of the inventory of military real property, but the additional means 
described herein should result in even a more precise and thorough process in 
the future. 

Following are some examples of the results obtained under these procedures. 
Existing installations will be used as support facilities for all new missile proj- 
ects in this year’s program. Through transfer of Parks Air Force Base to the 
Army, the latter Department is enabled to excess Camp Stoneman which not 
only required heavy maintenance costs but was located on extremely valuable 
real estate. Navy use of Vincent Air Force Base eliminates the necessity of 
constructing by increments what would ultimately have become a new Marine 
Corps auxiliary air station at Mojave. Transfer of Campbell Air Force Base, 
Ky., to the Army, reduces the Army’s requirement for airfield and supporting 
facilities at Fort Campbell. The Naval Industrial Reserve Aircraft Plant, Bronx, 
N.Y., will be utilized by the Army in lieu of constructing a new 1,400-man reserve 
armory. Land at Fort Custer, Mich., is being transferred by the Army to the 
Air Force to provide a site for Capehart housing. Portions of Twin Cities 
Arsenal at New Brighton, Minn., and the Elwood Ordnance Plant at Joliet, Ill., 
are being converted from conventional ammunition manufacturing and loading 
to the production of warheads for missiles. A summary of interservice utiliza- 
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tion is attached (tab A), which shows a total of 167,917 acres with improvements, 
having an original cost of approximately $326 million, transferred between the 
military departments during the period from fiscal year 1955 to March 1, 1959. 

A number of the industrial properties in the inventories of the military depart- 
ments are in use by private contractors completely or partially for defense produc- 
tion. Nevertheless, there is no need for the Government to own these plants, 
which total about 70. For the purpose of convenience, we have used the expres- 
sion “excess to ownership” to differentiate between these properties, and those 
which are ‘‘excess to requirements’. If these properties could be sold to the com- 
panies now using them, defense production would not be interrupted and idle 
capacity could be devoted to commercial production. The cash received for the 
properties would of course go into the Treasury and military appropriations could 
be reduced in the amount of expenditures for maintenance. In addition, local 
communities would receive taxes on the properties. 

Since early in 1956 we have tried to develop a program for the disposal of the 
above type of properties. For some time it appeared that new legislation would 
be required to sell excess-to-ownership property; however, it has now been agreed 
that this property can be disposed of under the Federal Property Act. Progress 
has been very slow since we encountered some unusual obstacles on the first case 
submitted to the House Subcommittee on Government Operations pursuant to 
section 203(e) of the Federal Property and Administrative Services Act. A satis- 
factory working arrangement with the Administrator of General Services has 
been agreed to and it is hoped that during the coming year new impetus can be 
given to this program. 

Military family housing.—Great strides have been made in the past 3 years in 
meeting the family housing deficit, especially in the United States, Territories, 
and possessions. Under the Capehart program, for example, 74,029 units have 
been placed under construction through May 25, 1959, and 24,752 of these are 
completed and occupied. It is estimated that by June 30, 1959, the number of 
Capehart units under construction will have risen to about 80,000 and all of these 
should be occupied within 2 years. 

To a degree, therefore, our emphasis has shifted from meeting a known sizable 
defcit to a more intensive screening of additional requirements. In this connec- 
tion it might be well to summarize briefly our basic policy for the provision of 
family housing: 

1. Consideration will be given to meeting the housing requirements of 
military personnel entitled to quarters allowances under permanent legisla- 
tion, and of essential civilian employees. 

2. In programs to meet housing requirements, existing community support 
will be utilized to the greatest practicable degree. Government-owned or 
controlled housing will be provided for personnel required to reside on-station 
by reason of military necessity, and for other personnel for whom it is im- 
practicable to obtain adequate private housing at reasonable rentals and 
locations. 

There are three major factors which have a bearing on formulation of specific 
housing programs in implementation of this general policy: 

1. The importance of adequate family housing for retention of highly 
skilled career personnel. 

2. The possibility of harmful economic effect on adjacent communities 
(which may have been supplying private housing), brought about by the 
sudden impact of a sizable volume of military construction. 

3. The problems in long-range planning resulting from changes in weapons 
and uncertainties as to future deployments. 

To strike a balance between these frequently conflicting considerations requires 
the continuing exercise of judgment and caution. We are especially concerned 
to determine that additional housing authorized represents an essential require- 
ment consistent with long-term troop strengths and basic missions. 

Magnitude of need.—As will be seen in the attached tabulation (tab B), gross 
family housing requirements for the currently authorized military strength of 
2,520,000 amount to 859,345 for married male officers and upper enlisted grades; 
bachelors, lower grade enlisted personnel, and personnel in certain categories of 
assignments are excluded. Including eligible key civilian personnel and military 
personnel housed by a service other than their own, the requirements total 877,225 
units, worldwide. This figure is higher than that reported last year because of 
the continued rise in the percentage of married personnel, and because the re- 
quirements of Navy fleet personnel (135,750 units) have been included. 
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It will also be noted that existing adequate assets (including fiscal year 1959 
authorizations) total 542,936 units as of December 31, 1958. These include 
various categories of Government-controlled assets totaling 329,029 units, and 
213,997 units of adequate private housing. Against the present gross statistical 
requirement of 334,289 units, our programed construction (proposed fiscal year 
1960 authorizations plus rehabilitation) totals 30,327 units, leaving a continued 
gross statistical deficit of 303,962 units. A breakdown of these figures for the 
—_ United States, Territories, and possessions, and overseas, is set forth 
in tab C. 

It should be noted that the gross statistical deficit does not represent a program- 
ing objective. A large portion of it (about 175,000 units) represents the con- 
servative safety factors discussed below. Some of it represents certain foreign 
areas where we may never plan construction of family housing, and still more 
represents community support which may be expected to improve concurrently 
with our own construction programs. Because of these factors we are proceeding 
to meet our requirements on the basis of modest annual increments. In addition 
to the units requested in this year’s military construction authorization bill, 
it is expected that a further 50,000 units will meet the most essential future re- 
quirements for the continental United States and Territories. 

Considerable interest has been shown by the Congress in how requirements 
are determined, so I want to explain that in calculating the gross requirements for 
a particular installation, the servicewide marriage factors for officers and upper 
enlisted grades are applied to the projected long-range strengths, based on the 
latest available forecasts for the installation and its component activities. The 
marriage factors currently used for officers and upper enlisted grades are: Army, 
84 and 24; Navy, 75 and 35; Air Force, 80 and 32; it should be noted that these 
enlisted percentages reflect the ratio of married men in the upper grades to all 
enlisted personnel. Requirements for key civilian personnel are then added to 
produce the overall gross requirement. 

In determining the size of a proposed project, the gross requirements for the 
installation are then reduced by all existing and anticipated adequate assets, both 
Government-owned and private. In addition, a safety factor amounting to at 
least 10 percent (20 percent in foreign countries) of the gross requirement is 
deducted; this factor is increased for nonisolated areas. As a further precaution 
against overbuilding in the United States, Territories, and possessions, on-post 
construction is limited to a maximum of 55 percent of gross requirements (75 
percent in isolated areas or where required by military necessity). Field requests 
for projects are carefully scrutinized during the course of review, in order to insure 
that priority is given to the more urgently needed projects. Moreover, large 
projects are normally broken down into two or more increments. 

This year’s program.—A summary of the family housing projects for which 
appropriations are requested in these funding programs is set forth below: 


Number of | Number of | Number of Total 
appropriated | Capehart surplus number of 
fund units | units in bill | commodity | units in bill 
in bill units in bill 


1, 597 


The 648 appropriated fund units consist of 156 units for West Point; 80 units 
for Army NIKE sites; 108 units for Air Force radar sites; 40 in Alaska; 36 units at 
at Carlisle Barracks; 64 in Hawaii; and 164 at 2 classified Army installations 
overseas where it is infeasible or impossible to build under the Capehart or surplus 
commodity programs. The 22,405 Capehart units are all in the United States, 
except for 150 in Puerto Rico. The 1,597 surplus commodity units are divided 
into 400 for Army in France; 100 for Navy in Bermuda; 140 for Air Force in 
Seein; 50 for Air Force in Iceland; and 907 for Army and Air Force at classified 
ocations. 
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Cost of this year’s program.—The bill before this committee contains slightly 
more than $38 million to support new military family housing, broken down as 
follows: 


Appropri- Capehart Surplus 
ated fund Housing commodity Total 
housing housing 


$15, 972, 000 $6, 000, 000 0 $21, 972, 000 
0 4, 322, 000 $250, 000 4, 572, 000 
9, 000, 000 1, 000, 000 11, 836, 000 


19, 322, 000 1, 250, 000 38, 380, 000 


The $18 million for appropriated fund housing will provide for 648 units, 326 
for Army and 108 for Air Force under this year’s authorization, and 214 for Army 
under prior vears’ authorizations. The $19 million for Capehart housing will 
provide for site acquisition (where required), offsite utilities, and rough site prepa- 
ration for more than 22,000 units. The $1.25 million for surplus commodity 
housing is to cover Government costs and certain items of materials and equip- 
ment which cannot be purchased for local currencies in some instances. In 
addition to the funds shown atove for new family housing, the Army and Navy 
are requesting $300,000 each for rehabilitation of existing housing. 

The Capehart program.—As of May 25, a total of 91,367 units were cleared for 
development under the Capehart program. As shown in the attached chart 
(tab D), 24,752 units in 65 projects were completed and occupied; 49,277 units in 
115 projects were under construction with over 5,200 units completed; 13,563 units 
in 42 projects had been advertised; 3,775 units in 19 projects’ were in earlier 
stages of development. It will te noted that for the 74,029 units which have 
reached the contracting stage, the total contract amount has been $16,326 per 
unit with $15,538 keing obtained from insured and guaranteed mortgage loans 
and $788 from appropriated funds. It will also be noted that of the mortgage 
proceeds totaling more than $1,150 million, about $736 million, or 64 percent, 
have | een provided by private investors. Funds of the Federal National Mort- 
gage Association were used under special authority when the private mortgage 
market was very tight; but these funds have not been used since Novem! er 1957. 

Wherry acquisition Continued progress has been made in the ac7uisition of 
Wherry projects. Of the 83,742 Wherry units constructed for military use, 
55,566 had Feen acquired as of April 30, 1959. Of these, 42,387 were mandatory 
accuisitions, and the balance permissive. Prior to the end of this fiscal vear, it is 

lanned to acquire another 5,212 units, 3,373 mandatory and 1,839 permissive. 

n addition, the Army, Navy, and Air Force plan acsuisition of an additional 
10,137 units in fiscal year 1960, for a new total of 70,915 units, or almost 85 
percent of the entire program. 

A total of 4,784 units have gone into default, and title either has been, or will 
be, acquired by the Federal Housing Administration. Of these, 634 units (3 
projects) have been, or are being, acquired by the military departments. It 
will therefore be seen that only 8,677 units (34 projects at 30 installations), or 
about 9 percent of the original program, are scheduled to remain in the hands of 
sponsors subsequent to fiscal year 1960. 

Briefly, our policy on the permissive acquisition of Wherry projects may be 
summarized as follows: 

Within the limits of available funds, where the project is in reasonable physcial 
condition, and where continued military requirements are sufficient to assure 
full occupancy,-it is Department of Defense policy to support permissive acquisi- 
tion of Wherry projects: 

1. Where such action is desired for administrative reasons. 

2. Where such action is necessary to avoid undue hardships to tenants, re- 
sulting from rent increases due to taxation, or other causes. 

3. Where voluntary occupancy is so low as to jeopardize continued operations 
by the private owner, and acquisition will permit substantially better utilization 
of the project. 

The above policy is based on a careful evaluation of the acquisition program 
? date, and we feel it will enable us to take appropriate action on a case-by-case 

asis. 

It is the policy of the Department of Defense that acquired Wherry projects 
will be operated as public quarters, and except in a few cases where temporary 
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exceptions have been granted (to permit continued operation on a rental basis), 
this policy has been observed. t the same time, repairs and improvements 
have been made within the limits of available funds and depending on conditions 
in each instance. 

In general it is desired to bring accuired Wherry units up to minimum stand- 
ards for public quarters, as prescrited in Department of Defense Instruction 
4270.22 of April 29, 1959. It is not intended to bring the Wherry units up to 
Capehart standards; however, it is highly important to provide additional storage 
space, reduce maintenance costs, and in some cases, convert an excess of one- 
bedroom units into three- and four-tedroom units. This latter action is neces- 
sary to keep pace with the constantly increasing size of military families. It, is 
estimated that repairs and improvements will average approximately $2,500 per 
unit; cases involving more than $3,000 per unit are reviewed in advance with the 
Armed Services Committees. 

Foreign programs.—lI should like to review briefly our programs for construction 
of family housing in foreign countries. To begin with, a total of 7,120 units were 
built under the rental guarantee program: 4,838 units in France, 700 units in 
Morocco, and 1,582 units in Spain, later transferred to the surplus commodity 
program. Therental guarantee program provides foreign builders with guarantees 
of 95 percent of a stipulated rent schedule for a specific term of years, as an induce- 
ment to build and make available to U.S. military families acceptable housing at 
acceptable locations. The guaranteed rents averaged from $105 to $121 per month 
for periods from 5 to 7 years in France, and $110 per month for 10 years in 
Morocco. 

We support continued use of the rental guarantee program because it is an 
economical one, particularly adapted to areas where there is a highly developed 
local economy, and where the long-range stay of U.S. forces may he uncertain. 
‘The program has advantages over appropriated funds construction, because it 
has been possible to reduce the liability of the United States by the amount of 
the residual value of the projects in the local economy. FPents are paid by the 
individual occupants from housing allowances received. 'To date the guarantee 
liabilities actually incurred by the United States have been relatively small 
($486,000 

The surplus commodity program, which utilizes the foreign currency proceeds 
of agricultural commodity sales, has produced (completed or under contract) 
family housing in the following principal countries: 2,059 units in Great Britain, 
2,048 units in Spain, 2,403 units in France, 1,313 units in Japan, and 493 units 
in Italy. Additional construction is contemplated in Great Britain, Spain, Italy, 
France, the Azores, the Philippines, Bermuda, Iceland, and various classified 
locations, depending on the availability of foreign currencies. 

In the fulfillment of requirements in foreign countries we first attempt to use 
the surplus commodity program, because foreign currencies are employed, ana 
dollar expenditures are limited to a maximum of 25 percent of the total costs. 
However, we consider it important to have the rental guarantee authority as a 
‘backstop in areas where the commodity program will not work. One such area 
is Germany, where we propose consideration of a substantial number of rental 
guarantee units under 5-year commitments. Another is Great Britain, where 
the commodity housing program may come to a halt for lack of sterling, and 
rental guarantee may be the only possibility for meeting a continued housing 
shortage except by the expenditure of appropriated funds. 

Rental of inadequate quarters.—The Military Construction Authorization Act 
of 1957 (sec. 407, Public Law 85-241, August 20, 1957), authorized the Secretary 
of Defense to operate inadequate public quarters on a rental basis. Pursuant 
to a directive issued by the coneeer of Defense (DOD Directive 4165.34, July 
31, 1958), and an Executive Order (10766, May 1, 1958), the military depart- 
ments have reviewed all existing public quarters to determine which are inade- 
quate and can be operated as rental housing. Under this plan, the fair market 
rent is determined in accordance with a Bureau of the Budget circular, this 
amount is deducted from the serviceman’s quarters allowance, and the balance 
of the allowance is paid to him in cash. All inadequate quarters must be brought 
up to acceptable standards or they must be demolished, converted to nondwell- 
ing use, or otherwise disposed of. by July 1, 1961. It should be noted that 
Wherry housing cannot be designated as inadequate under this authority. 

The military departments have virtually completed their review of potentially 
inadequate public quarters. Of the more than 71,600 units evaluated, over 52,000 
units have been determined to be adequate and are being continued as public 
quarters, while about 19,000, or 27 percent, were found to be inadequate. Reasons 
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for inadequacy were (1) deteriorated conditions, (2) structural and design defects, 
and (3) inadequate bathrooms, services, or equipment; practically all of the in- 
adequate units were found to be deficient under all three categories. Of the 19,000 
units found to be inadequate, determinations of action to be taken have been 
made for 5,572. Of these, 1,641 units are to be rehabilitated and converted to 
permanent public quarters and the remaining 3,931 units are to be demolished, 
sold, or converted to other use. It is expected that during the next year deter- 
mination will be made in regard to the rehabilitation or demolition of the remain- 
ing 13,500 units currently considered inadequate. 

The rehabilitation work is being reviewed very carefully prior to contract 
award in order to avoid the provision of unnecessary amenities and excessive 
costs. Usually the work is limited to modernization, such as modifying electrical 
and plumbing systems, replacing combustible or damaged interior finishes, 
installing new kitchen and bath equipment, providing extra storage facilities, and 
improving exterior entrances and porches. 

Future plans—We are constantly reviewing and reevaluating the various 
aspects of the family housing program, not only to guard against overbuilding 
wherever possible but also to develop improved methods and procedures in the 
light of changing conditions. For example, as we approach the upper programing 
limits in nonisolated areas, we are considering action which might be taken to 
encourage private industry to build off-base housing for military personnel. 
Such projects would be built with a view to maximum continued use by adjacent 
communities in the event of future redeployments or reductions in military force 
levels. 

Similarly, as our inventory of on-base housing assets increases, we are giving 
increased attention to project management and operating costs in order to de- 
termine how economies may be achieved through modification of existing pro- 
cedures, such as contracting for some of the management functions with private 
firms. 

In closing, I should like to inform the committee that this proposed legislation 
has been reviewed by the Director of the Budget, who states that there is no 
objection to its submission to the Congress and that it is in accord with the pro- 
gram of the President. The Secretary of Defense recommends its enactment. 

I appreciate the privilege of meeting with you here, and it is my wish, together 
with the departmental representatives who will also appear before you, to provide 
this committee with any further information it desires in connection with its 
consideration of this legislation. 


Tas A.—Summary showing the utilization of real property by transfer between the 
military departments 


Department of the Army | Department of the Navy Department of the Air 
to Navy and Air Force to Army and Air Force | Force to Army and Navy 


Estimated Estimated |Num-| Acres | Estimated 
original — ber of} trans- | original 
cos 


$18, 220 

3, 767, 608 

1, 991, 287 

35, 700, 483 
21, 392, 552 9,333 | 83,980, 


62, 870, 150 56, 883 | 111, 083, 069 


Total number of transfers 
Total acres transferred a 
Estimated original cost of property transferred. $325, 731, 144 


' Nore.—In addition to the above transfers, there are numerous instances where land is permitted by one 
military department to another. Further, there are those installations where joint operations are con- 
ducted, such as at the 3 national missile ranges. 
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Tas B.— Military family housing requirements and assets as of Dec. 31, 1958 


Total Army Navy Air Force 


805, 000 845, 000 
285, 205 
64, 390 


216, 965 
3, 850 


163, 880 


58, 804 
(22, 041) 
(11, 318) 


Surplus commodity 
Rental guarantee 
Community support 


16, 702 
Public quarters (rehabilitation) 946 
Public quarters (new construction) 0 135 
Capehart 10, 484 
Surplus commodity 2, 787 
Leased. 


2) 350 
Net deficit 80, O11 116, 211 107, 740 
1 Estimated as of June 30, 1962; includes 135,700 for Navy fleet personnel. 


2 Includes existing, under contract, and authorized but not under contract; excludes 21,800 Navy rental 
units adequate for junior enlisted men and nonkey civilians. 


a 5 oe 1,223 units not planned for acquisition and about 600 units to be lost in rehabilitation and modi- 
cation. 

4 All, except public quarters to be rehabilitated, included in military construction authorization program 
Tor fiscal year 1960. 


Tas C.—Military family housing requirements and assets, as of Dec. 31, 1958 


Continental | Territories Foreign 
Total United States} and posses- countries 


877, 225 
242. 380 


105, 313 
Military controlled 2_ E 90, 773 
Public quarters. (68, 635) 


(5, 000) (0) (1, 431) 
Surplus commodity. (15, 169) 
Rental guaranty-- (5, 538 (5, 538) 
Community support... 200 14, 540 
63, 657 
Programed construction (military) 4... 3, 531 
Public quarters (rehabilitation) - -- 
Public quarters (new construction) 
Capehart. 
Surplus commodity 
Leased 


Net deficit 231, 706 


1 Estimated as of June 30, 1962; includes 135,700 for Navy fleet personnel. 


3 Includes existing, under contract, and authorized but not under contract, excludes 21,800 Navy rental 
= ve for junior enlisted men and nonkey civilians. 
xelu 


les 1,223 units not planned for acquisition and about 600 units to be lost in rehabilitation and 
modification. 


‘All, except public quarters to be rehabilitated, included in military construction authorization program 
for fiscal year 1960. 
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Tas D.—Title VIII (Capehart) housing program, summary of program development 
as of May 25, 1959 


Total, all Army Navy Air Force 
services 
Stage of development 


Projects}; Units |Projects| Units |Projects| Units |Projects| Units 


fotel authorized. ..................- 29 | 11,318 


Completed 
Under construction ! 
Bidder accepted 


1 Includes 5,244 completed units in partially —— projects. 


2 Includes some units which may not be developed at locations authorized, but which may be reprogramed 
to other locations or canceled. 


Total, all Navy Air Force 
services 


Total cost of units completed and under con- 
struction ! 126, 875, 382 
16, 3: 16, 268 
122, 547, 662 
+ ‘ 15, 713 
736, 277,805 | 186, 263, 954 91, 600, 910 
FN 414, 002,426 | 178,945, 476 30, 946, 752 
Appropriated funds. 58, 313, 137 20, 751, 834 4, 327, 720 
Average 788 886 555 


1 Initial contract amounts for privately financed projects under construction and current contract amounts 
for projects financed by FNMA. 


TOTAL APPROPRIATION REQUESTS 


Mr. Bryant. Of course, as Mr. McNeil has indicated, it is always 
a pleasure and a privilege to appear before you, Mr. Chairman, and 
your committee, on behalf of the Department of Defense in connection 
with the military construction appropriation for fiscal year 1960. 

As you have indicated in your opening remarks, our total appropria- 
tion request amounts to $1,563 million for the support of both the 
active and reserve forces. 

In my prepared statement, which I have offered for insertion in the 
record, I have given details concerning each of the major programs 
which this appropriation bill supports. That statement, which I am 
filing, has been composed in a manner in which we have previously 
reported to you, indicating the method of development of the fiscal 
year 1960 construction program, the methods we have used to screen 
and adjust the original requests of the services. The results are con- 
sistent with previous years, but to my pleasure, a considerably lower 
difference exists in the total requests compared to the total ultimately 
arrived at this year. 


REDUCTION IN ORIGINAL PROGRAM TOTAL 


I specifically refer to the fact that after our review process with the 
services over the period of months that we engaged in that activity, 
the program submitted by the departments was reduced from an 
original total of $2,204,420,000, to a final approved total, after dis- 
cussion with the Bureau of the Budget, of this $1,356,290,000. This, 
I think, shows progress both with respect to the determination of the 
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original requirements of the services and the results in this screening 
process. 

I have also in my formal statement given you a breakdown by cate- 
gories in summary form of the major projects comprising the funding 
programs for each of the departments. As you have indicated, and 
as Mr. MeNeil has also indicated, it is quite clear, I am sure you will 
find, that a great majority of the requirements, the funding require- 
ments, go toward the weapons systems. I will say that we are able 
to report to you also that we have furthered our development of uni- 
form construction standards about which all of us are concerned, in- 
cluding the services, and we have minimized real estate acquisition to 
a major degree this year. 


AUSTERE PROGRAM 


Altogether I think you will find that this is an austere program. 
I wish to assure you, Mr. Chairman, that each project in this bill was 
individually and specifically reviewed and screened in order to assure 
that the facilities being requested were strictly limited only to those 
eee to properly support the missions assigned to our military 
orces. 

Projects which were merely desirable, but not essential, have been 
eliminated. 

We feel that the funds being requested are the minimum needed to 
satisfactorily support the missions assigned to our military forces. 


ADVERTISING CONSTRUCTION CONTRACTS 


I should also like to report to this committee that we are continuing 


our policy of advertising construction contracts and awarding the 
work on a competitive basis to the lowest responsible bidder. 

During fiscal year 1958, 96 percent of all of our military construc- 
tion work was handled in this manner. We shall continue our efforts 
to handle this important aspect of our work in this same manner. 
Progress has been made on the expansion of the Department of De- 
fense system of uniform standards and criteria covering military 
construction. Asa result of these technical controls, greater economy 
and uniformity of design are being achieved. 


LAND ACQUISITION 


This year our requirements for land acquisition are very low, 
largely as a result of our combined efforts to use, wherever possible, 
existing Government-owned real estate for new missile sites and other 
installations. 

We are also endeavoring to dispose of those establishments which 
do not lend themselves to expansion or conversion and for which 4 
continuing requirement no longer exists. 

Government-owned industrial properties now being operated by 
private contractors for defense production are also being studied with . 
a view toward their possible sale to industry. 


FAMILY HOUSING 


In the field of family housing, considerable progress has been made 
in meeting our overall deficits, particularly in the United States, and 
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our emphasis has now shifted to a more intensive screening of our 
remaining requirements giving maximum utilization to existing com- 
munity support. 

Further details on our progress and our plans for family housing are 
contained in my statement. 

I am aware, Mr. Chairman, of the great interest of the members of 
this committee in assuring that no duplication occurs in the Air De- 
fense mission of the respective departments and I can assure you that 
this problem is being given the most careful attention. 

As you know, and as Mr. McNeil recently stated, it is the Secre- 
tary’s intention to present to you his latest plans in this area in the 
very near future. 

Senator Stennis. What was that, now? Will you repeat that, 
that last sentence, please? 

Mr. Bryant. It is the intention of the Secretary of Defense to 
present to you his latest plans in this matter of 

Senator Stennis. Plans on what? 

Mr. Bryant. Defense missile program. 

I appreciate the privilege, Mr. Chairman, of meeting with you here 
today. It is my pleasure, together with the departmental represen- 
tatives who will also appear before you, to provide this committee 
with any information it desires in connection with this legislation. 

Thank you. 

Senator Stennis. Thank you Mr. Secretary. 

May I ask you just a few questions now? 

Mr. Bryant. Yes, sir. 


HOSPITAL PROGRAM 


Senator Stennis. I want to say this about your hospital construc- 
tion: The Armed Services Military Construction Subcommittee left 
out a number of hospitals in their bill this year, on the ground that 
the unit cost was too high and that some of them were entirely out of 
line with the average costs throughout the Nation. 

I know a lot of arguments can be made about the different civilian 
hospitals, but there are certain things that a civilian hospital is called 
on to perform that a military hospital is not. Somewhere in there, 
there should be a medium or average line. 

I favor the hospitals, but, as I said, the deluxe days are over as far 
Iam concerned. I am just one member. 

Mr. Bryant. Mr. Chairman, that subject I realize is a very difficult 
one, but it is under acute study right now. I am satisfied that we will 
be able to come before you promptly with a revised arrangement with 
respect to costs. 

As you say, it is not simple to match the type of operations of the 
privately operated hospital with those of the military for several 
reasons with which you are familiar, one being the custom of providing 
for possible expansion in case of additional mobilization needs, with a 
larger chassis for the military hospital for later opportunity for ex- 
pansion. 

That is one of them. 

There is a lot of work done in military hospitals which in the private 
economy is handled by clinics, which does not appear in the overall 
bill of the private hospitals for comparison. These matters are being 
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studied and I am hopeful that a convincing presentation will be given 
to you shortly. 

Senator Stennis. I hope it will be convincing, but on the figures 
I am already convinced it is too much. 

So unless there are some reductions in the figures, I cannot see 
where I can have any starting point. 

Mr. Bryant. That is understandable, sir. 

Senator Stennis. I am glad you are working on it. 


CONSTRUCTION ON COMPETITIVE BASIS 


You say 96 percent of your construction work has been done on a 
competitive basis? 

Mr. Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. As you use the word “competitive,” that means 
open to all? 

Mr. Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Sometimes you have to have restricted competi- 
tion, I know that. 

Mr. Bryant. 96 percent means open competition on bids by all 
who are capable. 

Senator Stennis. That includes all funds—Army, Air Force, Navy, 
and all Reserve activity. 

Mr. Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Senator Srennis. Does that include the military, who in effect, 
builds industrial factories? You had quite a program on that? 

Mr. Bryant. No, sir; not recently. 

Senator Stennis. I mean several years back we had a program 
that was rather large. 

Mr. Bryant. -That is right. 

Senator Stennis. You do not include that in your 96 percent? 

Mr. Bryant. No. I am talking about the contracts let under the 
military construction authorization program and not in any procure- 
ment program. 

Senator Stennis. That is the only one you have jurisdiction over? 
‘ Mr. Bryant. That is all I have jurisdiction over. 

Senator Stennis. Maybe Mr. MeNeil wants to say something 
about another aagle of it. 


MISSILE DEVELOPMENT CONTRACTS 


Mr. McNett. Just offhand I cannot give you the percentage, but 
in some of these new missile developments the contractor, who, of 
course, is selected because of perhaps competent engineering talent or 
because he really developed the article in the first place, would, you 
might say, handle it on his own account, choosing the construction 
contractor as he would normally do it and we would pay the bill. 
That is just on the industrial facilities portion. 

Mr. Bryant’s figure is correct on the military construction authori- 
zation and appropriation. 

Senator Srennis. This other program, then, of construction, | 
think I understand how it works. You would have to do it that be- 
1 that is the only party that is available to do that particular 
work. 
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Mr. McNetu. Even then in most instances there is competitive 
bidding for it, whether it is Convair, Boeing, or anybody else that. is 
handling the expansion. 

Senator Stennis. What I want to get at is this: Do you feel now, 
although it does not follow the routine course, that the Government 
is being protected with reference to those construction costs? 

Mr. McNet. I believe so; yes, sir. I think it is really remarkable 
that in the last 6 or 8 years we have not found more instances where 
Monday morning quarterbacks would say that an error in judgment 
has been.madé. It has been pretty clean. ‘ 

Senator Srennis. You have taken a look at it? 

Mr. McNett. Yes, sir. 


COMMUNITY SUPPORT IN FAMILY HOUSING PROBLEM 


Senator Stennis. You mentioned the idea of community support 
in the family housing problem, Mr. Bryant. You meant by that the 
idea for some of the quarters acquired for the military be out in the 
community; is that correct? 

Mr. Bryant. Yes, sir; to the maximum extent possible both from 
the standpoint of its fiscal effect and from the standpoint of the com- 
munity. We hope, and do everything we can, to encourage the de- 
velopment of available quarters in the private economy in the adjacent 
towns and cities. 

Of course, that factcr is taken into consideration in determining the 
remaining needs of the on-post quarters that have to be constructed 
for those entitled to quarters. 

Senator Stennis. Well, it is a source of pride to see some of the 
nice installations we have in family housing on military bases. At 
the same time there is a growing concern that we might overdo this. 

I think it can well develop where we will have acres and acres of 
houses and no personnel in them. 

This program is changing so fast no one dares to say what the 
developments will be. 

Mr. Bryant. Of course, the chairman is aware of the fact that we 
have tried to anticipate the best. we can the future of each of these 
bases. It is impossible for all of us to be accurate over an unknown 
period of years, but we crank into our program endorsements various 
safety factors with which I am sure the chairman is familiar, such as 
limiting, except in extraordinary instances, the construction of housing 
on base to 55 percent of those entitled to quarters. 

We worked the whole basic program on a 90 percent rather than 
on a 100 percent basis and we incorporate as many protective factors 
as we possibly can. 

I am sure the chairman knows that we are just as concerned as the 
committee is about the mistakes that might be said to have been 
made, as Mr. McNeil says, by Monday morning quarterbacks some 
years hence. 

Senator Stennis. I know we have this problem. I favor the 
housing, but I can see where we are apt to change programs overnight, 
with reference to missiles and with reference to various projects. It 
appears we are in a transition period, as to weapons. 
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CAPEHART HOUSING AUTHORIZATION 


What is the status of this authorization act for Capebart housing 
for next year? 

Mr. Bryant. It is in a delicate position right now, Mr. Chairman, 
in view of the fact that without additional legislative authority the 
existing authority will expire the end of this fiscal year. 

Senator Stennis. I know there is a bill pending in the House. 

Mr. Bryant. That is correct. 

Senator Stennis. And nothing definite on it in the last few days? 

Mr. Bryant. I don’t know how this is coming out. It is a matter 
of some concern to us because while we are now in the phase of closer 
inspection of our needs and tightening up the program, we still have 
some housing units which I am sure the committee will agree ought to 
be built to bring the program to completion. 

In the absence of extension of that authority the whole thing will 
grind to a halt. 

Senator Stennis. Assuming that the authorization act does pass for 
the year 1960, what are your firm plans for its continuation in fiscal 
year 1961? 

Mr. Bryant. We have requested, and there is provision in existing 
legislation which may or may not be adopted that would extend it for 
an additional year. 

Senator Srennis. You mean over in 1961? 

Mr. Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Senator STENNIs. What bill is that in? 

Mr. Bryant. That is in the banking and currency bill, of the 
Subcommittee on Housing. 

Senator Srennis. Is that the bill that is in the House now? 


DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
STATEMENT OF ANDREW C. MAYER, OFFICE OF GENERAL COUNSEL 
PEenpDING LEGISLATION 


Mr. Mayer. I am Andrew C. Mayer, Office of General Counsel: 
Department of Defense. 

The housing bill, S. 57, which has passed the House and Senate in 
different forms, does extend the Capehart authority to 1960, but that 
is at the present time the full extent of the proposed legislation. 

Senator Stennis. My question was directed to fiscal year 1961. 

Mr. Bryant. Fiscal year 1961? 

Mr. Mayer. There is no legislation pending which would extend 
the Capehart authority beyond the end of the coming fiscal year. 

Senator Stennis. Have you announced what your request is going 
to be in the 1961 budget? 

Mr. Mayer. No, we have not. 

Senator Srennis. Have you decided? 

Mr. Mayer. With respect to Capehart housing? 

Senator Stennis. Yes. 

Mr. Mayer. No, we have not; sir. 

Senator STENNIS. Well, you are in the process of making up 
your mind on that, are you not? 

Mr. Bryant. That is right. Of course, we are right now entering 
in the first phase of the preparation of our 1961 budget. This will be 
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a matter of discussion with respect to that. As of the present time 
we have requested only, as Mr. Mayer has said, an extension of author- 
ity through fiscal year 1960. 
Senator Srennis. My question was directed to the fiscal year 1961. 
Mr. Secretary, we have several inquiries on this matter that I am 
going to mention. 


SALE OF INDUSTRIAL PROPERTIES OWNED BY GOVERNMENT 


Mr. Rexroad has handed me a question here that he poses. Refer- 
ring now to page 16 of your statement, you state that about 70 in- 
dustrial properties in the inventories of the military departments 
need not be owned by the Government. I understand that these 
properties are operated by private contractors. 

Will you furnish for the record a list of these properties, the approxi- 
mate cost of each installation, and the reason why the Government 
should sell them to private contractors. 

Also, since the price has risen markedly since the construction of 
these properties is it contemplated to sell them at the present market 
rice? 

; I know you cannot answer that question offhand, but we have had 
some inquiries about this and we do not know too much about it. 

Mr. Bryant. I will be glad to furnish that for the record, because 
I think it is highly important. 

Presently there is a considerable handicap involved in attempting 
to get rid of those properties which are excess to ownership by the 
Government, but not necessarily excess to requirements. 

If we can find a proper solution, which may require legislation, Mr. 
Chairman, although we are trying to find a solution without that, I 
think it would be well worthwhile. 

_I will supply the information you have asked for for the record, 


5] 


r. 
(The information referred to follows:) 


42550—59——3 
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DEPARTMENT OF Navy InpustTriAL Faciuities TENTATIVELY IDENTIFIED As 
Excess TO OWNERSHIP (JUNE 1959) 


Original cost 
Name and location (thousands) 


a Reserve Ordnance Plant (A. O. Smith Corp.), Mil- 

waukee 

Bethlehem Steel Co., Baltimore, Md 

Isaacson Iron Works, Seattle, Wash 

Merrill-Stevens Drydock & Repair, Jacksonville, Fla 

Newport News Shipbuilding & Drydock Co., Newport News, Va 

General Dynamics Corp., Groton, Conn 

T.ukens Steel Co., Coatesv ille, Pa 

Erie Forge & Steel Corp., Erie, Pa 

ee yas LA, AeelVOMRON, LOK. ..... =~ <-~-cndcnons--ncen=ne 

oes meeeres 0rD., sronanen, Nd. ~~... ..-..------.555-e 

Todd Shipyards Corp., New Orleans, La__---.---------------------- 

Bethlehem Steel Corp., San Francisco, Calif 

Bethlehem Steel Corp., Staten Island, N.Y 

Bethlehem Steel Corp., Quincy, Mass. 

Bethlehem Steel Corp., Boston, Mass 

ieianonem tee! Gorn., 0boken, INz..- -..0.5~--. <2 eat 

Naval Industrial Reserve Ordnance Plant, Pittsfield, Mass 

Naval Industrial Reserve Ordnance Plant, Winston-Salem, N.C 

Waterman Steamship Corp., Chickasaw, Ala 

Matson Navigation Co., Alameda, Calif 

New York Shipbuilding Co., Camden, N.J__._-_-------------------- ; 

Naval Industrial Reserve Gear Plant, Lester, Pa 32, 050 

Naval Industrial Reserve Gear Plant, Lynn, Mass 13, 106 

Naval Industrial Reserve Ordnance Plant (Northern Ordnance, Inc.), 
Minneapolis, Minn 20, 800 

Naval Industrial Reserve Ordnance Plant (Youngstown Division), 
Pittsburgh, Pa 14, 884 

Naval Industrial Reserve Plant (Remington Rand), St. Paul, Minn_--- 1, 797 

Naval Industrial Reserve Shipyard, Tampa, Fla 6, 510 

Naval Industrial Reserve Aircraft Plant (Bell Helicopter), Saginaw, 

9, 025 


Tex 
Naval Industrial Reserve Aircraft Plant (Thompson Products), North 

Perry, Ohio 1, 239 
Naval Industrial Reserve Aircraft Plant (United Aircraft), Southing- 

ton, C 112, 266 
Naval Industrial Reserve Aircraft Plant (Glenn L. Martin), Straw- 

berry Point, M 1, 909 
a. Industrial Reserve Aircraft Plant (Bendix Aviation), Teterboro, 
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DEPARTMENT OF Arr Force InpustTRiaAL Facitities TENTATIVELY IDENTIFIED 
as Excress To OWNERSHIP (JUNE 1959) 
Original cost 


Name and location (thousands) 


Convair (Division of General Dynamics Corp.), Fort Worth, Tex $86, 477 

Fairchild Airplane Corp., Hagerstown, Md 24, 621 

Boeing Airplane Co., Wichita, Kans 

Douglas Aircraft Co., Long Beach, Calif 

North American Aviation, Downey, Calif 

Boeing Airplane Co., Seattle, Wash 

Convair (Division of General Dynamics Corp.), San Diego, Calif 

Remenmnane Co. meenton, Wash”... ee ek ce 

General Motors Corp. (Air Force plant No. 26) (Allison Division), In- 
dianapolis, Ind 

Continental Aviation Corp., Toledo, Ohio 

General Electric Co., Everett, Mass 

General Electric Co., West Lynn, Mass___._............--_-___-_-.- 

General Motors Corp. (Air Force plant No. 30) (Allison Division), 
Indianapolis, Ind 

AVCO Manufacturing Corp., (Lycoming Division), Williamsport, Pa 

Emerson Electric Co., Washington Park, Ill 

General Electric Co., Evendale, Ohio 108, 674 

Bell Aircraft Corp., Modeltown, N.Y 3, 441 

Champion Forge Co., Cleveland, Ohio 4, 347 

AVCO Manufacturing Corp., (Lycoming Division), Stratford, Conn_.__. 57, 471 

ipnouet Beemeery tc O,, MUNGO, Age... eck ws te cee 25, 049 

Alurninum Co. of America, Cleveland, Ohio 35, 107 

Curtiss-Wright Corp., Buffalo, N.Y 17, 919 

Ksiser Aluminum Co., Halethorpe, Md 12, 449 

General Electric Co., Fort Ethan Allen, Vt 615 

North American Aviation, Canoga Park, Calif 22, 929 

North American Aviation, Santa Susana, Calif 10, 457 

iO: toark Plug Oo., Milwaukee; Wis: ......=..-...-L...222s--2 ee 21, 142 

General Electric Co., Johnson City, N.Y 9, 065 


Wyman-Gordon Co., North Grafton, Mass 85, 000 


Astrodyne, Inc., McGregor, Tex 36, 029 
General Electric Co., Pittsfield, M 1, 958 
Aerojet General Corp., (Nimbus Station), Sacramento, Calif 14, 116 
Air Research Manufacturing Co., Phoenix, Ariz________-___-___.___- 6, 747 
Hopkins Wind Tunnel, Hopkins, Minn : 21 
Standard Oil Co., Seymour, Ind 213 


Note.—In some instances the costs of machinery and equipment in above cost figures are estimates. 


The plants identified as excess to ownership are proposed for sale on the 
assumption that appropriate provisions in the form of a national security clause 
can guarantee military production from the facility when required. With this 
guarantee, there is no necessity for the properties to be held by the Government, 
and, consequently, if they can be sold, the amounts received would accrue to 
the Treasury, and military appropriations for maintenance would be eliminated. 
In addition, local communities would receive taxes on the properties. 

In general, these facilities would be declared excess to the General Services 
Administration for disposal and would be sold at present market value in accord- 
ance with their standard procedures. In the event any sales are made by the 
nilitary departments, it is anticipated that such sales would be on a negotiated 
basis and in accordance with provisions of law, would have to be at equal or 
greater price than fair market value. 


NotEe.—No plants have been identified by the Department of the Army as excess to ownership. 





34 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION APPROPRIATIONS, 1960 


Army NationaL Guarp ProJects 


Senator Stennis. Secretary Bryant, what provision is made in the 
bill this year for authorized, but previously unfunded, National 
Guard Army construction projects and would you submit a list of all 
such projects, together with the estimated cost? It ties in with the 
State programs and there is a lot of money at the State level that has 
been appropriated for these purposes. 

Mr. Bryant. I appreciate that, sir. 

Senator STENNIS. Do you want to say something on that subject 
now? 

Mr. Bryant. No, sir. I think it would be more enlightening if | 
prepared that and submitted it in response to your question, in detail. 

Senator Stennis. The figures are already in the bill, are they not? 
We have the figures here, for those you are asking money for, but we 
want you to go back now and pick up these previously authorized but 
unfunded groups. 

Mr. Bryant. That is what I understood. 

Senator Stennis. The authorization bill did not increase any 
projects this year outside the budget recommendations. It was the 
thinking that perhaps we could increase the appropriations at least a 
modest amount, and try to catch up with some of this backlog. 

Mr. Bryant. Yes, sir; there are some problems there and I know 
you are aware of them so far as established needs are concerned. In 
some instances the State actions have been predicated upon assump- 

tions which have not yet been completely acceptable to the boards 
and I am sure that you will want some of that information, also. 

_— Srennis. Certainly. Put it in there. That is what we 
need. 

I do not propose to try to run in any projects that do not meet 
the requirements, but when they meet those requirements it is a 
policy matter as to what level the fund will be appropriated. 

Mr. Bryant. I appreciate that, sir. 

(The information referred to follows:) 
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List I.—Anrmy Nationa Guarp Projects By TiTLE VI or Pusuic Law 85-685 
Wuicu ARE FUNDED IN THE FiscaL YEAR 1960 APPROPRIATION PROGRAM AS 
RevisED May 28, 1959 

ARMORY PROJECTS 


Agawam, Mass.: Training facilities 

Batesville, Miss.: Training facilities 

Beckley, W. Va.: Training facilities 

Belton, 8.C.: Training facilities 

Boston, Mass.: Training facilities 

Calhoun, Ga.: Training facilities 

Penne CIS. wo SrMnnnne Semneeeee = ee 
Cincinnati, Ohio: Training facilities 

Concord, N.H.: Training facilities 

Culver City, Calif.: Training facilities 

El Campo, Tex.: Training facilities 

eraeeine, 20 .07,>) eemaienbe fenereiee ee eee 
Fontana, Calif.: Training facilities 

Fredericktown, Mo.: Training facilities 

Gainesville, Fla.: Training facilities 

Gainesville, Tex.: Training facilities 

treenvane, nio:: Traming fachities...- oe 
Potnece, cnet Sesame enennrCNee = Oe 
Houston No. t, Tex.: ‘Training facilities...2 =... ke 
Houston No. 2, Tex.: Training facilities: .................__._.__- 
geome, sane: “Sraming facies. .- 2. 
Sine, MIORES. “Trenineg tages ek 
Lasker-Woodland, N.C.: Training facilities 

Little Rock, Ark.: Training facilities 

Livingston, Tenn.: Training facilities 

Saver, Wg.) Treen taeinee 8 Ek 
Middleboro, Ky.: Training facilities 

New London, Conn.: Training facilities 

Norfolk, Va.: Training facilities 

Ocean Springs, Miss.: Training facilities 

Pelete. 65. Ok. 4 Pamnine TAONIIOSR oo ee 
San Rafael (Fairfax), Calif.: Training facilities 

Saranac Lake, N.Y.: Training facilities 

Smithfield, N.C.: Training facilities 

South Pittsburg, Tenn.: Training facilities 

Storm Lake, Iowa: Training facilities 

Valparaiso, Ind.: Training facilities 

Wahoo, Nebr.: Training facilities 

Whitman, Mass.: Training facilities 210, 000 
Wire: &.0.- Training factiiees. =... ek 99, 000 


754, 000 


NONARMORY PROJECTS 


Burlington, Vt.: Administrative and supply facilities 208, 000 
Salt Lake City, Utah: Maintenance facilities 235, 000 


443, 000 — 


List IIl.—Anrmy Nationa Guarp Projects AUTHORIZED BY TITLE VI or 
Pusiic Law 85-685 Wuich WiLL REMAIN UNFUNDED UNDER THE PROPOSED 
Fiscan YEAR 1960 APPROPRIATION PRoGRAM AS REvISED May 28, 1959 


Authorization for these projects was inserted by the Congress in Public Law 
85-685. Utilization of these authorizations is subject to continuing study as to 
validity of the requirements in the light of revised stationing plans currently 
being developed in connection with reorganization of the guard under the pen- 
tomie division structure. Current program priorities as established by the re- 
spective States would not provide for construction of these projects until subse- 
quent to fiscal year 1960. 
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ARMORY PROJECTS 


Amarillo, Tex.: Training facilities 
Asheville, N.C.: Training facilities 
Ashford, Ala.: Training facilities 
Atlanta, Ga.: Training facilities 
Batesburg, 8.C.: Training facilities 
Belfast, Maine: Training facilities 
Belmont, N.C.: Training facilities 
Belton, Tex.: Training facilities 
Berryville, Va.: Training facilities 
Bethel, Alaska: Training facilities 
Bridgeport, Ala.: Training facilities 
Brunswick, Maine: Training facilities 
Caldwell, Ohio: Training facilities 
Camden, Tenn.: Training facilities 
Chesterfield, 8.C.: Training facilities 
Clarksburg, W. Va.: Training facilities 
Clover, 8.C.: Training facilities 
Cody, Wyo.: Training facilities 
envile, 2e0n.> STAming TAGS... ... ncn nne-eonee scons 
Cuero, Tex.: Training facilities 
Dallas No. 5, Tex.: Training facilities 
Dayton, Tenn.: Training facilities 
Duluth, Minn.: Training facilities 
Eatonton, Ga.: Training facilities 
Edna, Tex.: Training facilities 
Espanola, N. Mex.: Training facilities 
Fairbanks, Alaska: Training facilities 
Franklin, Tenn.: Training facilities 
Gardiner, Maine: Training facilities 
Gassaway, W. Va.: Training facilities 
Greensboro, N.C.: Training facilities 
Hammonton, N.J.: Training facilities 
Harriman, Tenn.: ‘Lraining facilities 
Hendersonville, N.C.: Training facilities 
Johnston, §.C.: Training facilities 
Juncos, P.R.: Training facilities, 
Kannapolis N.C.: Training facilities 
Kealakekua, Hawaii: Training facilities 
Ketchikan, Alaska: Training facilities 
Keyser, W. Va.: Training facilities 
Kingsport, Tenn.: Training facilities, 
Lake City, S.C.: Training facilities 
Laurinburg, N.C.: Training facilities 
Lincolnton, N.C.: Training facilities 
Logan, W. Va.: Training facilities 
Marietta, Ga.: Training facilities 
Mayaguez, P.R.: Training facilities 
Millinocket, Maine: Training facilities 
Minneapolis, Minn.: Training facilities 
Nashville, N.C.: Training facilities 
New Bern, Tenn.: Training facilities 
Oak Ridge, Tenn.: Training facilities 
Pacolet Mills, 8.C.: Training facilities 
Patchogue, N.Y.: Training facilities 
Persons, Tenn.: Training facilities 
Phoenix, Ariz.: Training facilities 
Pitman, N.J.: Training facilities 
Portland, Maine: Training facilities 
Preston, Idaho: Training facilities 
Quitman, Ga.: Training facilities 
Reynolds, Ga.: Training facilities 
Richmond, Va.: Training facilities 
Rigby, Idaho: Training facilities 
Rockingham, N.C.: Training facilities 


135, 000 
91, 000 
99, 000 

189, 000 
99, 000 

142, 000 
91, 000 
93, 000 

154, 000 
91, 000 
37, 000 
90, 000 
93, 000 
57, 000 

277, 000 
91, 000 
75, 000 

189, 000 

357, 000 

175, 000 
91, 000 

120, 000 
99, 000 
38, 000 

109, 000 

145, 000 

277, 000 

157, 000 

165, 000 
99, 000 

105, 000 
95, 000 
189, 000 
90, 000 

160, 000 
75, 000 
88, 000 
98, 000 
91, 000 

142, 000 
99, 000 

375, 000 
91, 000 
65, 000 

175, 000 
75, 000 
57, 000 
90, 000 
90, 000 

441, 000 
57, 000 
98, 000 
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ARMORY PROJECTS—continued 


Roseboro, N.C.: Training facilities 
Saco, Maine 

Salem, Oreg.: Training facilities 

San Fernando, Calif.: Training facilities 
Saugus, Mass.: Training facilities 
Shallotte, N.C.: Training facilities 
Sitka, Alaska: Training facilities 
Smithtown, N.Y.: Training facilities 
Socorro, N.Mex.: Training facilities 
South Boston, Mass.: Training facilities 
South Portland, Maine: Training facilities 
Saint George, 8.C.: Training facilities 
Stillwater, Minn.: Training facilities 
Sturgis, Mich.: Training facilities 
Swanton, Vt.: Training facilities 

Tell City, Ind.: Training facilities 
Texarkana, Tex.: Training facilities 
Twin Falls, Idaho: Training facilities 
Ventura, Calif.: Training facilities 
Wallace, N.C.: Training facilities 
Waverly, Tenn.: Training facilities 
Waynesboro, Tenn.: Training facilities 
Weston, W. Va.: Training facilities 
Yates Center, Kans.: Training facilities 
Yuma, Ariz.: Training facilities 


s33sssss3ss3ss 


SOPRANOS APRASNSE NE 
S 


NONARMORY PROJECTS 


Anchorage, Alaska: Administrative and supply facilities 
Augusta, Maine: Administrative and supply facilities 
Camp Beauregard, La.: Administrative and supply facilities 
Camp Beauregard, La.: Maintenance facilities 

Camp Butner, N.C.: Supply facilities 

Camp Dodge, Iowa: Maintenance facilities 

Camp Dodge, Iowa: Supply facilities 

Camp Shelby, Miss.: Maintenance facilities 

Columbia, §.6.: Maintenance facilities 

Concord, N.H.: Administrative and supply facilities 
Culbertson, Mont.: Maintenance facilities 

Jefferson City, Mo.: Administrative and supply facilities 
Kalispell, Mont.: Maintenance facilities 

Nashville, Tenn.: Administrative and supply facilities 
Trenton, N.J.: Supply facilities 


List III.—Army NationaL Guarp Prosects AUTHORIZED BY TITLE V oF 
H.R. 5674 (86TH Cone.) Wuicu Do Not APPEAR IN THE PROPOSED FISCAL 
YEAR 1960 APPROPRIATION ProGRAM (AS REvisED May 28, 1959) 


Anchorage, Alaska: Training facilities._..................-.------ 1 $276, 000 
Birmingham, Ala.: Training facilities 2 160, 000 
Donna, Tex: Training facilities 2.99, 000 
Idaho Falls, Idaho: Training facilities 2 105, 000 
Leominster, Mass.: Training facilities 1 200, 0CO 
muwaukes, Wis.: ‘Training facilities... .<..........2..--1<2.-22..- 2 235, 000 


1 Funds committed in fiscal year 1959 from appropriation provided by Public Law 85-852. 
2 Funds committed in fiscal year 1959 from savings accruing from appropriation provided in fiscal year 19583 
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APPROVAL AT STATE LEVEL 


Senator Stennis. I want to stick to the proposition that if they 
are not approved at State level, they will not be included, but I will 
not accept all those that are approved at the State level, either. 

Gentlemen, I cannot overemphasize, as I see this picture develop, 
and I do not know anything about the military program except what 
commonsense I may have applied to the testimony here, but I have 
attended most of the hearings since January 1 of the Preparedness 
Subcommittee, of the Armed Services Committee, and even the Space 
Committee, and as much as I could of the regular military appropria- 
tion bill and then this hearing for military construction. 

This colossal giant is growing at such a rate, $40-odd billion a year, 
a good deal more than just the regular budget, military obligations 
worldwide, and this tremendous weapons program is really jarring 
the earth. Something must be done somewhere to keep military 
spending from getting too heavy for our economy to carry and at the 
same time provide what we hope is effective, necessary defense. 

The duplication and overlapping and all the extras that have crept 
in—I do not try to condemn the services for that; I think it is just 
natural that they will espouse their cause, but somewhere someone 
has to put the brakes on and I think you gentlemen are in such a key 
spot. 

I want to encourage you to stand up and give us what you consider 
is your soundest judgment. We have to put the final dollar figure in 
the bill and it is very difficult to do. 

Mr. McNetu. Your remarks are very helpful in that respect, Mr. 
Chairman, because as I have in part facetiously, and in part seriously, 
said, on several occasions, it seems rather peculiar when a bureaucrat 
has to spend most of his time resisting money rather than getting it. 

Senator Stennis. Yes. I am very much impressed with the testi- 
mony that Mr. Stans gave us here 3 weeks ago before the Prepared- 
ness Committee. It enabled me to understand his problems more 
than I had before. 

Of course, we were just questioning him on the military program. 

Mr. McNett. We are in very frequent conversations on the same 
subjects. 

Senator Stennis. Yes, I am sure you are. 

We want to thank you gentlemen. We will now get on into details. 
We might ask you to come back if need be. I know you are quite 
busy. I did want both of you to stay until both of you made your 
statements. If you wish, and I know you need to get back, you may 
go. Thank you very much for coming. 

Mr. McNet. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Bryant. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 


COMMITTEE PROCEDURE 


Senator Stennis. We will proceed, gentlemen, to our regular con- 
sideration. 

The procedure now will be to take up the loran stations. They 
are under an appropriation directed to the Department of Defense. 
So the witness who will testify on that will please come forward. 
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If it is satisfactory we can proceed for a short time and then we will 
take an inventory of where we are and how much time we have this 
afternoon. 

You gentlemen are going to present the Department of Defense 
loran stations? 

Commander CiemeEnts. That is right. 

Senator Stennis. Such witnesses as are going to testify please stand 
and be sworn. 

Do you and each of you solemnly swear that the testimony you are 
about to give will be the truth, the while truth, and nothing but the 
truth, so help you God? 

Commander CiEemeEnts. I do. 

Mr. Mocnu. I do. 

Captain Brunner. I do. 

Commander LoForre. I do. 

Commander Norris. I do. 

Senator Stennis. Gentlemen, you may proceed. 


DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
LORAN STATIONS 


STATEMENT OF LT. COMDR. DANIEL C. CLEMENTS, USN, PLAN- 
NING AND GENERAL SURFACE REQUIREMENTS BRANCH, SUR- 
FACE WARFARE DIVISION, OFFICE OF DEPUTY CHIEF OF NAVAL 
OPERATIONS (FLEET OPERATIONS AND READINESS), ACCOM- 
PANIED BY JOHAN MUCK, ASSISTANT TO CHIEF, CIVIL ENGI- 
NEERING DIVISION, HEADQUARTERS U.S. COAST GUARD; 
CAPT. LOREN E. BRUNNER, USCG, CHIEF, ELECTRONICS ENGI- 
NEERING DIVISION, HEADQUARTERS, U.S. COAST GUARD; 
LT. COMDR. ROBERT J. LOFORTE, USCG, ASSISTANT CHIEF, 
BUDGET AND COST ANALYSIS DIVISION, HEADQUARTERS, U.S, 
COAST GUARD; AND LT. COMDR. ROBERT T. NORRIS, USCG, 
OFFICE OF OPERATIONS, HEADQUARTERS, U.S. COAST. GUARD 


GENERAL STATEMENT 


Commander CLEMENTs. I am Lt. Comdr. Daniel C. Clements, 
U.S. Navy from the Surface Warfare Division of the Office of Chief of 
Naval Operations. 

Mr. Chairman, the appropriation ‘Loran stations, Department of 
Defense,”’ provides funds which are advanced to the Coast Guard for 
the construction of loran stations in accordance with the defense 
requirement approved by the Joint Chiefs of Staff for the extension of 
loran coverage. 

Loran—long-range navigation—is a network of widely separated 
ground station transmitters which provide continuous information to 
ships and aircraft operating within receiver distance. Loran works 
day and night in all kinds of weather and permits safe and effective 
operations of ships and aircraft which can fix their navigational 
position throughout large areas very quickly by means of intersecting 
oran lines of position. 

Loran is a passive system which permits a user to determine his 
position without transmitting any energy. 
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SUBSIDIARY SYSTEM 


Growth of the loran system since World War II has resulted in the 
development of three subsidiary systems now designated loran A, 
loran B, and loran C. 

Loran A was formerly known as standard loran. 

Loran B is being developed by the Navy and Coast Guard as a 
short-range precision system, and loran C, which provides greater 
omveeet soil accuracy, is being installed in areas where loran A is not 

equate. 

All three loran systems are based on the principle of measuring 
differences between times of receipt of pulses transmitted from pairs 
of stations. 

Properly modified loran receivers can rece ve and measure signals 
from more than one type of loran system. 

The necessity for loran coverage rests primarily on the fact that the 
military services of the United States must be prepared to operate 
on the sea, under the sea, and in the air wherever and whenever their 
presence may be required. 

In order to carry out these operations most effectively, and efli- 
ciently, it is essential that our ships and aircraft know their precise 
navigational position at all times. Therefore, we must supplement 
celestial navigation with a continuous, accurate, and reliable means 
of all weather navigation. 

The loran system has proven to be the only long distance naviga- 
tional system in operation today which will provide our military 
forces with this service. 

Loran A has been accepted by the NATO organization as a standard 
long distance navigation system for its armed forces. Loran A is 
used extensively by commercial shipping, private yachtsmen, fisher- 
men, and commercial airlines. 

Eighteen loran stations were programed from funds appropriated 
to the Department of Defense for fiscal years 1956 through 1959. Of 
these, five have been completed and five are now under construction. 

Funds for the remaining eight stations and their associated support 
facilities were reprogramed and combined with the fiscal year 1959 
appropriation to expedite construction of loran C stations as recom- 
mended by the Joint Chiefs of Staff. 


COST OF LORAN PROGRAM 


The cost of the fiscal year 1960 loran program is $23,200,000, which 
will provide for the construction of seven loran C stations, one loran A 
station, and the purchase of long-lead-time loran station electronic 
equipment. 

With me this morning to assist in answering detailed questions are 
Captain Brunner, Lieutenant Commander LoForte, Lieutenant Com- 
mander Norris, and Mr. Muck, from the U.S. Coast Guard. 

Thank you, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Thank you for a fine statement, Commander 
Clements. 

Let me ask you a few questions, please. 

You really are in the last stages of setting up this system as presently 
contemplated; is that correct? 
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Commander Ciements. There will be one more program carried 
over next year, 1961. 

Senator Stennis. How much will that be? 

Commander Ciements. Approximately $16 million, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Anything that was started in 1956 has to run the 
gauntlet of being out of date. This is still a going concern now, I am 
sure. 

Commander Ciements. That is correct, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Is there anything further planned for additional 
systems or does this represent completed scientific knowledge on such 
instruments as of now? 

LORAN C SYSTEM 


Commander Ciements. Loran C, Senator, is an improvement of 
this type of navigational system. That is why we are resorting to it 
where loran A is not adequate. 

Senator Stennis. You use that to take up more distance? 

Commander CLements. Yes, sir; loran C gives you greater range 
and greater accuracy. 

Senator Stennis. Have you not developed other stations or other 
means of signals and communications of this type? 

Commander CieMENts. Loran is an old system that was begun in 
the early days of World War II. Loran C is the most advanced type 
of long-range navigation. 

Senator Stennis. I do not know why it was attached to the Depart- 
ment of Defense directly. Why does it have that special category? 

Commander CLEMENTS. Because the Coast Guard under law is re- 
quired to furnish navigation for our commercial interests; however, 
when they have primarily a military character, they are funded by the 
Department of Defense. 

Senator Stennis. You see only $16 million needed next year in this 
program? 

Commander CLEeMEntTs. Approximately $16 million, sir. 

Senator Stennis. That will complete it so far as present plans are 
concerned and present requirements are concerned; is that correct? 

Commander Ciements. That is correct. 

Senator Stennis. You are bound in cold black and white here now 
by what you say? 

Commander Ciements. That should complete the current plan. 


TOTAL APPROPRIATIONS TO DATE 


Senator Stennis. How much has been appropriated up to this year? 
You have $23 million this year. How much has been appropriated 
heretofore? 

Commander Clements. A total of $35.15 million from 1956 through 
1959, sir. 

Senator Stennis. So that is 35 and the present 23 would make 58? 

Commander CLemMeEnts. That is correct, sir. 

Senator Stennis. And the 16 to be added to make it 74? 

Commander Clements. Yes, sir. 
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PASSIVE SYSTEM 


Senator Stennis. You say it is a passive system. Do you send out 
these beams all the time? 

‘Commander Ciements. Yes, sir. It is a ground-based system so 
that the user merely listens with a receiver just like he would a radio 
receiver. 

Senator Stennis. Do you have to have men there or is it transmitted 
from the other places? 

Commander Ciements. You do have men that monitor the proper 
operation of the ground station. The advantage of the passive idea 
is that you don’t have to transmit any energy from where you are 
which might reveal your position. 

Senator Stennis. Is this worldwide? 

Commander Ciements. It is over a great part of the world; yes, 
sir, Atlantic and Pacific. 

Senator Srennis. Is there anything else you wish to add? 

Commander Ciements. No, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Poole, you have some matters here for the Department of 
Defense. Come around, if you will. 

art who are going to testify on this item, please come up to the 
table. 

Hold your right hands up and be sworn. 

Do you and each of you solemnly swear that the testimony you are 
about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Poote. I do. 

Mr. Srru. I do. 

Mr. Peart. I do. 


GENERAL PROVISIONS 


STATEMENTS OF HARRY W. POOLE, OFFICE OF SECRETARY OF 
DEFENSE (COMPTROLLER); LESTER T. SMITH, OFFICE OF 
GENERAL COUNSEL, DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE; AND MILTON 
A. PEARL, OFFICE OF CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, U.S. ARMY 


GENERAL STATEMENT 


Mr. Pootz. Mr. Chairman, in order to expedite the meeting we will 
discuss with you the changes which we propose to make in the general 
provisions, if it is satisfactory to the chairman. 

Senator Stennis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Poots. Mr. Smith will outline them. 
iiaeenter Srennis. Where are they in the bill, so that we may follow 

em? 

Mr. Smits. They are in House Document 102, Mr. Chairman. 

In the first provision, section 601, this is merely a technical change. 
No change is proposed to the language except as necessary to include 
projects authorized during the 1st session of the 86th Congress. 


COST-PLUS-FIXED-FEE CONTRACTS 


In section 602 in its original form this section’ precludes the ex- 
penditure of funds under cost-plus-fixed-fee contracts where the cost 
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js estimated as exceeding $25,000 for work performed within the con- 
a United States without specific approval of the Secretary of 
Defense. 

In that form it had no application to contracts performed in Alaska. 
The recommended deletion of the word ‘continental’ and addition of 
the words ‘‘except Alaska” excludes such contracts to be performed in 
Alaska, now that Alaska is a State. 

Senator Stennis. There will be no real change in the law except 
as brought about by the State being admitted? 

Mr. Smit. That is correct, sir. I might point out also that 
Hawaiian statehood might be affected in this regard. 

Senator Stennis. Do you want to make any exception in Hawaii? 

Mr. Situ. It has not been determined as to what the need might 
be in Hawaii at the present time. If it stayed in this way and just 
said “except Alaska,” and did not mention Hawaii, then the Secreta 
of Defense could specifically approve, a project if there was a need. 
Actually, he could do that insofar as Alaska is concerned. 

Senator Stennis. All right, proceed to the next one. 


USE OF FOREIGN CURRENCIES 


Mr. Smitu. The next change is in section 605, sir. The language 
under (4) has been added in order to authorize the use of funds in the 
act for the purpose of section 407 of Public Law 765, approved Sep- 
tember 1, 1954. 

Section 407 authorizes the use of foreign currencies acquired pur- 
suant to the Agricultural Trade, Development, and Assistance act of 
1954, to construct or acquire family housing in foreign countries. 

Subsection (b) of 407 was added by section 411 of Public Law 968, 
and it authorized to be appropriated any amount that may be needed 
to supplement the program, but not by more than 25 percent of the 
total cost of each project. 

Since we are dropping Public Law 765 from the citations under the 
Army, Navy, and Air Force headings, we are including it in the 
general provisions as it is applicable across the board. 

Public Law 765 of course, is being dropped by virtue of the fact that 
the line item authorizations are repealed by the authorization act 
section which automatically repeals old line item authorizations no 
longer necessary. 

This was in the general provisions, however, and it was not repealed. 

In section 606 we just added the words ‘‘as amended” after Public 
Law 345, because it has been amended. 

In section 607, there is no change other than to recognize the fact 
that the Defense Highway Act of 1941 and the Federal-Aid Highway 
Act of 1950 were repealed. They have been recodified and the 
pertinent authorities are now in section 210 of title 23 of the United 
States Code. 

Senator Stennis. The next item? 


FAMILY HOUSING AT WEST POINT 


Mr. Smiru. The next item 1s under section 610, which takes care of 
an exception for 156 units of family housing for company-grade 
officers at West Point. 
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I assume that this item will be justified by the Department of the 
Army when they testify. 

Mr. Pooue. Mr. a this is new authorization which | 
believe the chairman knows was justified in connection with the new 
authorization before the Armed Services Committee. 

Senator Stennis. We approved it in that subcommittee. 

Mr. Poots. That is correct. This is just to provide the authority 
to exceed the limitation within that particular section in the 
appropriation. 

Senator Stennis. Proceed. 

Mr. Smirx. Under section 611 we have bracketed that language, 
thus recommending deletion, since there are no funds included in the 
act for construction at the Air Force Academy. 

Under section 612, Mr. Pearl, from the Office of the Chief of 
Engineers, is here to discuss that matter. 


LAND ACQUISITION 


Mr. Peart. Section 612 of last year’s MCA, Mr. Chairman, limits 
the Secretary of the three military departments when using funds 
appropriated by that act to pay not more than 10 percent above the 
value determined by the Corps of Engineers or the Bureau of Yards 
and Docks for the purchase of interest in lands valued at $25,000 
or more, unless a higher amount is negotiated as a purchase by the 
Attorney General or has been determined by a Federal court. 

As you know, Mr. Chairman, land acquisition within the Depart- 
ment of Defense is accomplished for the Army and Air Force by the 
Chief of Engineers and for the Navy by the Chief, Bureau of Yards 
and Docks. 

In addition, the Chief of Engineers acquires lands for the Atomic 
Energy Commission and for the Department of the Army water 
resources development projects, neither of which are affected by 
the MCA Appropriation Act, of course. 


AUTHORITY TO CONTRACT FOR DIRECT PURCHASE OF LAND 


The fifth amendment to the Constitution provides that no private 
property shall be taken for public use without just compensation 
and the act of July 2, 1917, which has been codified in section 2663 
of title X, United States Code, gives to the Secretaries of the three 
military departments authority to contract for the direct purchase 
of land in lieu of condemnation, if the Secretary concerned considers 
the price to be reasonable. 

There is no limitation in that general statute on the absolute 
discretion of the Secretary of the department to determine what is 
reasonable. 

So section 612 of last year’s appropriation act is a limitation on the 
Secretary’s discretion as an indirect amendment of that basic statu- 
tory authority. 

urthermore, it has created an extension of nonconformity or 
nonuniformity among land acquisition agencies in this field by ap- 
plying limitation solely to the funds appropriated by that particular 
act. 

We are recommending that the section be dropped this year s0 
as to not further extend this principle of nonuniformity. We urge 
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the fact that there is a great desirability to have uniformity, and that 
if there is any need for this type of legislation it should be considered 
as a part of the overall program to apply to all Federal agencies, not 
only to military departments; and certainly not only to specific funds 
of the program of the military departments. 

Senator Stennis. Do you have such a bill in your pocket that 
could be introduced and passed real quick? Is anything being done 
along that line? 

ADEQUACY OF PAYMENTS MADE 


Mr. Peart. What has been done, Mr. Chairman, is the Depart~ 
ment of Defense has supported proposed legislation to look into all 
facets of just compensation and of the adequacy of payments made. 

As you know, we are often told that people do not receive enough 
money for their land and that something should be done to provide for 
payment for loss and damages that are currently not compensable 
under court interpretation of just compensation. 

So we support the principle that this whole matter should be looked 
into and not to treat it piecemeal. 

Senator Stennis. That is a good idea, but the practical part of it 
is, as I understand now—I might not have caught all your points, but 

ou are proposing to repeal this law and just talk about there should 
“ a general law. There is nothing concrete done by having a general 
law. When you pass such a bill, that is a good time to repeal this 
section in that very bill. 

Mr. Peart. Mr. Chairman, the particular section, of course, 
applies only to last years MCA funds. It does not ap~ly to any other 
program or any other funds that we are spending and it does not apply 
at all, as I have indicated, to any of the civil works acquisitions or 
other acquisitions that we right in the Department are effecting. 

Senator Stennis. How will that leave you then with this money 
that is appropriated this year? 


DISCRETION TO DETERMINE REASONABLE PAYMENT 


Mr. Peart. If this section is dropped out of this year’s bill, we 
will be able to continue under our general procedures and under the 
general statute of the United States Code, which gives the discretion 
to the Secretary of the military department to determine what is 
reasonable. 

Senator Stennis. That is unrestrained discretion you refer to? 

Mr. Peart, Yes, sir. 

As you know, the Secretary uses the appraisal procedure to help 
him determine what is reasonable. As a practical matter, we do not 
frequently—as a matter of fact we very seldom exceed this 10 percent 
above the appraisal in settling direct purchase cases. But we think 
it is a necessary discretion so that when a case arises we are able to 
use it and exercise that discretion and keep cases from going into 
condemnation. 

In that connection, Mr. Chairman, I have one additional comment 
I would like to add. 

Senator Stennis. Certainly. 
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DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE VIEWS 


Mr. Peart. The Department of Justice supports the Department 
of Defense in opposing this section and the Honorable Perry Morton, 
Assistant Attorney in Charge of Lands Division, has asked me to call 
this additional fact to your attention, because of awards in condemna- 
tion which are continuing to run generally above the agency estimates 
of value, based on which deposits are made in court of coursz. Interest 
charges on deposits in court are currently accruing at the rate of 
thirty-nine hundred dollars a day. 

These are the interest charges that are paid only on the amount of 
award that exceeds the amount of deposit in court. 

So that to the extent that the unfettered discretion of the Secretary 
will assist in reducing condemnation cases, this additional fact should 
be considered. 

Senator Stennis. As I say, I am not too familiar with the entire 
body of law, but I think you and I have discussed this heretofore 
in the other committee. 


COMPENSATION FOR RELOCATION 


Is there involved in this question the authority you had there that 
when you have a homestead involved you can pay an additional 
amount—up to 25 percent, I believe it was originally? 

Mr. Peart. That is for moving expenses. 

Senator Stennis. Yes, moving expenses; compensation for reloca- 
tion. 

Mr. Peart. That is over and above this amount we are talking 
about here. 

Senator Stennis. Now, we extended that law to apply even to a 
business property, did we not? 

Mr. Pear. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Stennis. Is that still the law? 

Mr. Peart. Yes. 

Senator Stennis. And this proposed change here will not affect 
that provision? 

Mr. Pear. That does not affect that in any way, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Stennis. Your proposed change does not affect the law we 
have been talking about? 

Mr. Peart. That is right. 


PAYMENTS INTO COURT 


Senator Stennis. By the way, you mentioned this paying in to 
court. The services pay into court 90 percent of the appraised value 
or full amount? 

Mr. PEARL. We pay the full amount of the just compensation as 
ov ay by the Secretary of the department who signs a declaration 
of taking. 

Then the owner, on proof to the court that he is the proper person 
entitled to it, except in cases where there is special provision, can come 
in and draw out the full amount of money. 

Senator Stennis. Full amount? 
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Mr. Peart. In some cases it is limited to 75 percent, but in ordinary 
cases, if he satisfied the court that he is entitled to the compensa- 
on——~ 

Senator Stennis. If he proves title he gets the money? 

Mr. Peart. Yes, sir. 

Senator STENNIS. Now, on that point—is that the law, or is that 
merely a policy of the Department of the Navy, we will say, or 
the Army? Does the law require them to make those payments in 
court? 

BASIC LAW 


Mr. Peart. The law requires us to deposit in court at the time 
of filing a declaration of taking the amount of compensation estimated 
by the Secretary to be proper. That is basic law. 

Senator Stennis. This is basic law—mandatory that you make this 
deposit? 

Mr. PEARL. Yes, sir. 

Senator STENNIS. That is what I thought the law was, but this 
matter came up in connection with some of the Wherry housing 
acquisitions. Someone came in and said the Army did not put up a 
dollar. 

Now, I could not understand that. I thought they must be mis- 
taken. 

Mr. Prart. If a declaration of taking is not filed and if a complaint 
alone is filed in the case, then title does not pass immediately and 
there is no requirement to make any deposit. 


DECLARATION OF TAKING 


If, however, a declaration of taking is filed upon which title will 
automatically immediately vest itself in the United States, then there 
is a requirement that the amount estimated of just compensation 
must be deposited in court. 

Senator Stennis. You would not use that uncertainty there or 
ambiguity or loophole so to speak in the law to keep from making 
that deposit, would you? 

Mr. Peart. No, sir; particularly not in a case where we want to 
acquire title, we know everything about it and we want to acquire 
title immediately. 

The complaint serves the purpose sometimes, where we might want 
to give people additional time to arrange their affairs and move out 
and get possession on a piecemeal basis. 


INADEQUACY OF AMOUNTS IN WHERRY HOUSING 


Senator Stennis. You do not know anything about this matter 
which has drifted into our Armed Services Committee about the 
madeancy of any amounts put up in reference to acquiring Wherry 

ousing? 

Mr. Peart. I do not. 

Senator Srennis. You do not handle that? 

Mr. Pearu. That is correct. 

Senator Stennis. It is not handled by the Department of Defense 
at all? 

Mr. Pooue. Each service handles that individually, Mr. Chairman. 

42550594 
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Senator Stennis. By the individual services? 
Mr. Poous. That is correct, sir. 
Senator Stennis. Well, they will be prepared to answer about that, 
I am sure. 
HOSPITAL AT AIR FORCE ACADEMY 


Mr. Situ. The next section, Mr. Chairman, is section 613, which 
is a prohibition against the use of funds contained in the act for the 
construction of a hospital at the Air Force Academy at a cost in 
excess of $3.6 million. We ask that this language be deleted because 
that hospital is now under contract and the amount of the contract 
is $2.974 million, which is considerably less. 


SUPPORT FOR OLYMPIC WINTER GAMES 


Section 614, this section authorizes the Secretary of Defense to 
use current available appropriations for the purposes authorized by 
section 1 of the act of April 3, 1958. Specifically, section 1 of the 
cited act authorizes the military departments to provide logistics 
support for the VIII winter Olympic games. This support is limited 
by section 4 of the act to an amount not exceeding $500,000. 

The authority, section 614, was used for the purpose of s.pplying 
$100,000 of the amount authorized. 

And the appropriations to fund the balance of the remaining av- 
thority, $400,000 together with an additional $400,000 which is 
contained in section 417 of H.R. 5674, as reported by the Senate 
Armed Services Committee, are contained in the proposed Depart- 
ment of Defense Appropriation Act for fiscal year 1960. 

To this extent this language is deemed no longer necessary. 

Senator Stennis. Is there anything else, gentlemen, on this? 

Mr. Poots. That is all, thank you. 

Senator Stennis. Now we may have to confer with you a little 
further on some of these sections here. 

Mr. Rexroad will call you. 

Mr. Poots. We will be ready to discuss them with you, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Do you mean that this language you want 
stricken out is in the present military appropriation bill that we are 
considering? 

Mr. Peart. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Why did you put it in there, then, if you do not 
want it continued? 

Mr. Peart. Mr. Chairman, if I may refresh your recollection on 
this, in the 85th Congress the House committee wrote in as an amend: 
ment to the bill, after it had been submitted by the Department, a 
proposal similar to the one that is in the bill at this time, similar to 
the one that is in the act as it passed. 

This committee then, during its hearings and consideration, recom- 
mended that the item be stricken out. It was not in the bill as 
reported and passed by the Senate. 

However, in conference a modified version of the section was put 
back in and this is what appears in last year’s MCA appropriation act. 

Senator Stennis. And made permanent law, you mean? 

Mr. Peart. Only as to that one appropriation act. It applies 
only to funds appropriated by the act passed in 1958. 
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Senator Stennis. But you are talking about striking these out now. 
Were equal provisions written in the present appropriation bill and 
you are proposing to leave them out? 

Mr. Pear. We are proposing to leave them out of the act now 
before you. 

Senator Stennis. All right, thank you very much, gentlemen. 

Mr. Rexroad will confer with you on anything that comes up. 

Secretary Short, I am sure you are here to testify. 

Mr. Snort. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. That will please the Chair very much. Would 
you care to proceed now? 

Mr. Sport. My statement will be very brief. 

Senator Stznnis. Those of you who are going to testify for the 
Army, if you will just come forward, gentlemen, even though we take 
a recess we can let you be sworn, if you do not mind. 

Do you and each of you solemnly swear that the testimony you are 
about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth, so help you God. 

Mr. Snort. I do. 

General Sreman. I do. 

Colonel Evans. I do. 

Mr. WEsTERNBERGER. I do. 

General Travs. I do. 

Colonel McCarry. I do. 

Colonel Les. I do. 

*Mr. van Kuren. I do. 

Senator Stennis. Will you have a seat. We are glad to have you 


gentlemen here with us. We will proceed now, Mr. Secretary, with 
your testimony and then take a recess until such time as may be 
convenient for the witnesses and to the committee. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 


STATEMENT OF HON. DEWEY SHORT, ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF 
THE ARMY (MANPOWER, PERSONNEL, AND RESERVE FORCES), 
ACCOMPANIED BY MAJ. GEN. L. E. SEEMAN, DIRECTOR OF 
INSTALLATIONS, OFFICE, DEPUTY CHIEF OF STAFF FOR 
LOGISTICS; COL. E. L. EVANS, JR., CHIEF, CONSTRUCTION 
DIVISION O, DIR/INSTALLATIONS, DCSLOG; L. A. WESTEN- 
BERGER, CHIEF, PUBLIC WORKS PLANNING BRANCH, CON- 
STRUCTION DIVISION 0, DIR/INSTALLATIONS, DCSLOG; MAJ. 
GEN. D. W. TRAUB, DIRECTOR OF ARMY BUDGET OFFICE, 
COMPTROLLER OF THE ARMY; COL. R. D. McCARTY, CHIEF 
FAMILY HOUSING DIVISION 0, DIR/INSTALLATIONS, DCSLOG; 
LT. COL. L. C. LEE, CHIEF, AIR DEFENSE CONSTRUCTION BRANCH 
CONSTRUCTION DIVISICN 0, DIR/INSTALLATIONS, DCSLOG, 
AND H. D. VAN KUREN, SERVICES AND INSTALLATIONS OFFICE, 
OFFICE, CHIEF OF ORDNANCE 


ToTaLt APPROPRIATION REQUEST 


Mr. Suort. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
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This year, fiscal year 1960, the Army is requesting a total of new 
appropriations in the amount of $341,371,000. These funds are re- 
quired to finance a funding plan for fiscal year 1960, which is composed 
of some $193,539,000 for fiscal year 1960 new authorizations; $117,- 
332,000 for fiscal year 1959 and prior years’ authorizations; and 
$30,500,000 of general authorization. 

I would like to emphasize at this point that the program which you 
have before you has been developed under the most rigid budgetary 
guidelines, and represents the results of many exhaustive reviews. ~ 

We consider it to be minimal in character when viewed against the 
background of our U.S. Army’s heavy responsibilities in these troubled 
times. 

I don’t need to remind the distinguished Senator from Mississippi 
who is fully aware of the many vital missions which have been assigned 
to our Army and you are equally aware of the importance of these 
missions to our Nation’s security. 

Today, when the free world literally stands face to face with an 
explosive issue concerning the status of Berlin, the Army represents 
a forward bulwark in our first line of defense. 

Equipped with the most advanced and lethal weapons systems 
swaths. our Army forces overseas stand ready with convincing 
arguments of deterrence to aggression anywhere in the world. 

We have witnessed that not only in the Far East at Matsu, Quemoy 
and Lebanon but we are witnessing it in Berlin today. 

The funds that the Army is requesting will increase its capability by 
certain additions of facilities to support both forces overseas and here 
at home. 

The Army is asking financial approval for authorization contained 
in S. 1086, in the amount of $193,539,000, plus $147,832,000 in au- 
thorizations from prior years. 

Army witnesses who will follow me will, of course, present detailed 
justification for the projects included in the fiscal year 1960 program. 

However, there are certain major subprograms of special and vital 
interest which I would like to touch upon briefly. 


CONSTRUCTION FOR GUIDED MISSILES 


First, I would like to review the Army’s increasing use of guided 
missiles in support of our field forces and in the performance of its 
missions in support of our Nation’s air defense. Construction for 
these missiles falls intw three broad categories: 

The surface-to-air missile programs for defense of our key bases 
and metropolitan and industrial centers in the United States and our 
military installations overseas; modernization and expansion of our 
specialized schools for training of missile technicians, such as you and 
I have visited at Fort Bliss; and, finally, logistic support of the vitally 
important research, development, and test facilities required in the 
evolution of the NIKE-ZEUS anti-ICBM missile. 

In these areas the Army is requesting some $146.6 million, or almost 
43 percent of the entire request. 


HOUSING FUNDS 


The third major portion of the program to which I address myself 
is that of $38.9 million for provision of troop, bachelor officer and 
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family housing to meet, in part, but only in part, existing deficiencies 
in these facilities throughout the Army. 

This program includes only 3,038 spaces for permanent barracks 
for enlisted men; 302 spaces for permanent bachelor officer quarters, 
and 540 sets of family quarters. This last figure does not include 
Capehart housing, since it is built through nonappropriated funds, 
except for MCA offsite utility support. 

This by no means implies that we consider the Capehart program 
anything except one of our greatest assets and a most important 
implement for meeting the bulk of our family housing needs. 

Additionally, this segment contains 2,790 spaces of semipermanent 
enlisted barracks and 190 semipermanent BOQ spaces for housing at 
certain locations overseas and at other installations where we have an 
immediate and demonstrable need for such housing. 

We are asking that this construction be semipermanent because the 
tenure of the requirement is such that these type facilities represent 
the most economical solution to the need. 


MILITARY ACADEMY BARRACKS 


Also included in this program is about $5 million for permanent 
barracks at the U.S. Military Academy for 526 cadets. These spaces 
are in a student. dormitory type of structure having 263 rooms for 
two cadets each. 

For semipermanent barracks at Camp Buckner for cadet summer 
training there is included $330,000 for 240 cadet spaces. 

I consider all these housing facilities essential and a matter of great 
importance. 

Further, they will have a most important bearing on our ability 
to attract and retain in the service the type of trained personnel 
who constitute the backbone of the Army’s strengtl:, the hard core of 
a professional force. 

ARMY AVIATION 


Without detracting from the importance of the major program 
segments which I have mentioned, I would like to bring to your 
attention two other portions of the program which deserve more 
than passing reference. The first of these is the increasing role Army 
aviation plays in the missions of our modern Army. 

The new and lethal missiles with which our Army is equipped 
require much earlier and more precise methods of target identification 
and report than did the shorter ranged conventional artillery of 
World War IT. 

Additionally, the fluid and dispersed nature of battlefield deploy- 
ments in the pentomic army in nuclear warfare bring critical im- 
portance to a commander’s knowledge of the strength and location 
of his enemy and to his ability to concentrate or disperse his own 
resources rapidly. 

The Army, within the limitations placed upon it, has developed a 
family of Army aircraft which fulfills missions of observation, airlift for 
troops and combat supplies in the battle zone, communications and 
battlefield surveillance, target acquisition, and battlefield casualty 
evacuation. 
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NEW FORMS OF AERIAL TRANSPORT 


Additionally, we are developing and testing new forms of aerial 
transport, including such projects as tilt wing aircraft and the flying 


jeep. 

Por the.support of these activities, and to provide the operational 
and maintenance facilities for aircraft now with our field forces, the 
Army has allocated 3 percent, or $10.8 million, a modest sum in our 
judgment, of the total requested in this appropriation program. 


HOSPITAL AND MEDICAL FACILITIES 


The second special portion of this program I would like to call to the 
committee’s attention is that which is devoted to financing sorely 
needed hospital and medical facilities in the United States and over- 
seas. The Army still must rely on a great number of temporary type 
hospitals, which were constructed in World War II for an expected 
life span of 5 years. That is almost 15 years ago. 

Continued use of these sprawling and uneconomical structures is a 
heavy drain on the Army’s reduced maintenance funds and personnel 
when we can least afford it. 

When you consider the expensive equipment that is in many of the 
shabby old-dilapidated buildings, you can appreciate the great risk 
that we run. 

In this appropriation request the Army is requesting $9.9 million 
to construct new permanent hospital facilities at three installations. 


ALABAMA, VIRGINIA, AND COLORADO PROJECTS 


Additionally, we are requesting $1.7 million to modify an existing 
structure at Redstone Arsenal, Ala., for hospital purposes, and to air- 
condition the hospital at Fort Belvoir, Va.—it is a shame we did not 
include airconditioning when we built that very fine structure, but 
always you labor under the budgetary limitations—and then the next 
is to convert a wing to provide a recovery ward at Fitzsimons Army 
Hospital, Colo. 

Additional, but relatively minor, projects in this category are 
requested to provide ancillary hospital and dispensary facilities at 
certain overseas installations. 

he Army feels that these projects are in large measure vital to the 
well-being and morale of its people, and we solicit your strong support of 
these projects. 
SUPPORT OF RESERVE COMPONENTS 


I turn now to the request for fiscal year 1960 ee in sup- 


port of the Reserve components of the Army. There are two such 
components; namely, the Army National Guard and the Army 
Reserve. 

Let me say here parenthetically, Mr. Chairman, I think our Reserve 
forces, both the Army Reserve and the National Guard, are far stronger 
and more effective today than ever before in our peacetime history; 
that is due to the full cooperation and understanding that we have 
received from the Congress and the better spirit of cooperation be- 
tween the Guard, the Reserves, and our active Army forces. These 
two components are the Army National Guard and Army Reserve. 
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FUNDS FOR NEW ARMORIES 


The appropriation request for the Army National Guard amounts 
to $11 million, which will be utilized to provide 79 new armories, 
§ projects for conversion of present armories, and 7 nonarmory 

rojects. 
. or the Army Reserve the requested appropriation amounts to $20 
nillion, which will provide 67 new Army Reserve centers and approxi- 
mately 75 projects for additions to present centers. 

This, gentlemen, completes my summation of the Army’s appropri- 
ation request which is now before this committee. 

I appreciate your patience and time in hearing me before the lunch 
hour. It is a ways good to see the Senator from Mississippi and the 
distinguished chairman of this subcommittee. I am sure that these 
other witnesses after you get a bit to eat, will be able to answer in 
om = questions you might have about particular items, line items, 
in the bill. 

Senator Stennis. Thank you very much, Secretary Short. 

Do you have 2 or 3 minutes more? 

Mr. SHort. Yes, sir; I will stay on. 

Senator Stennis. We will have General Seeman and General Traub 
here this afternoon, as you have said, and others. 

I want to mention a few things. First, you talk-about'the Army 
= its fine fighting forces. I heartily agree with your summation on 
that. 

I think, Mr. Secretary and gentlemen, of all our vast military pro- 
gram I feel that we are partly overlooking the Army and ought to 
move faster on modernizing their equipment, fighting arms. 


PROSPECTS OF LIMITED WAR 


I think the missile programs have developed so well, and I am 
speaking of intercontinental ballistic missiles, that the great chances 
are that in the next decade there will be plenty of trouble spots, but 
they will be matters that will be largely handled on the ground and 
the fact that you know you can handle them on the ground will be a 
big deterrent. 

I do not know if there is any such thing as limited war or not. I 
do not know how long it will be limited. But the fact that you are 
ready on the ground gives you a chance maybe to contain it or a 
chance to keep it from ever developing. We must keep our Army 
modern and ir a first-rate condition to fight. 

Mr. Suort. I am much pleased to hear, and encouraged to hear the 
chairman state what he has. 


MODERNIZATION OF GROUND WEAPONS 


Senator Stennis. I think we ought to go faster in modernizing the 
ground weapons, the rifles and all other equipment. I am not familiar 
with all phases of it. 

Mr. SHort. I cannot agree with the gentleman more heartily. Cer- 
tainly our potential enemies have not spared any effort or expense in 
modernizing their equipment. 

Senator Stennis. I have been impressed with these little planes 
you have, battle planes I call them. You are using them more and 
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more, are you not, in your battle plan as a tactical weapon, auxiliary 
weapon? 

r. SHort. That is right, because your battlefront today is 200 
miles wide, or 200 miles deep. You have to have a stepup in your 
communication, transportation, reconnaissance, and evacuation. 

We have some very good pilots, I might say to the chairman, en- 
ante officers, and infantrymen. They fly me a great deal in these 
ittle L26’s and 23’s. They are very skilled. 

We have about 5,000 pilots in our Army and 4,800 planes. 

We need a few more; we need better ones, more up-to-date ones, 
But this modernization of our Army is one of the greatest needs, | 
think, in the whole Defense Department. 


SURVIVAL IN ANOTHER WORLD CONFLICT 


I think all the people will agree we need scientific research and tech- 
nological development. We cannot match man for man with the 
enemy. Our only hope for survival or chance of victory is another 
world conflict is the superiority of our weapons and the superiority 
and superior skill of the men who man those weapons. It is all right 
to shoot to the Moon and Mars, but I don’t know how many Russians 
are on the Moon. I know there are too many in Europe and Asia. 
I have seen them. 

If war broke out tonight or tomorrow in the foreseeable future, I 
don’t think we would fight it with a lot of these fantastic weapons 
going around in nebulous space. 

Senator Stennis. Well, we can hardly afford to be left out of that 
picture. 

Mr. SHort. We want in the picture, but we don’t want to ever 
neglect the things we already have. 


, 
| STATUS OF 7TH ARMY IN EUROPE] 


Senator Stennis. That is right; we must not do that at the expense 
of neglecting this strong force. I was very much impressed with the 
7th Army in Europe. 

Mr. SHort. I think it is the best Army we ever had. 

Senator Stennis. I saw some of the men. I went to their barracks. 
I was most favorably impressed with General Moses, who was the 
commander stationed near Munich. 

Mr. Suort. I saw him last October. 

Senator Stennis. I tell you he certainly impressed me. He was 
as interested in saving dollars as he was in getting dollars, you could 
see that by inspecting his operations. 

Mr. Suort. Our Army is in good hands in Europe. It is a wonder- 
ful group of men. 

Senator Stennis. It was not only a matter of pride, but it gave me 
a sense of satisfaction to see the operations there. 

You say in your statement on page 2, you are talking about your 
missiles, your guided missiles in support of your Field Forces, but on 
down there a few lines you say, “falls into three broad categories, 
surface-to-air missile program for defense of our key bases and metro- 
politan and industrial centers’. 
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DEFENSE OF METROPOLITAN AND INDUSTRIAL CENTERS 


You are not proposing to erect any more missile sites around in- 
dustria! cities and metropolitan centers, are you? 

Mr. SHort. When the five sites we decided upon were approved 
some months ago, I think Twin Cities (St. Paul, Minneapolis), Cin- 
cinnati, Kansas City, St. Louis, and Fort Worth- Dallas was complete. 

Senator Stennis. That completed your picture? 

Mr. SHort. Yes. 

Senator Stennis. You are not proposing any more industrial sites? 

Mr. Suort. No, sir. We have most of our large industrial centers 
and populous cities pretty well protected today, surrounded by a 
missile that has been tried and that will work and which I, as a Mis- 
sourian who has to be shown, have seen operate effectively to knock 
out anything that flies in the sky. 

Senator Stennis. Well, you are highly contradicted on that. 

Mr. SuHort. IknowIam. I want to put in my penny’s worth and 
my oar. I don’t get the opportunity very often. 

Senator Srennis. You may say anything further on that that you 
wish. 

Mr. SHort. No, perhaps it would have been wise to avoid it 
altogether. That is not the subject under discussion. What we 
want is good housing and quarters for these people. 

Senator Stennis. I wanted to get the industrial center concept 
understood. It is practically complete. 

Mr. Sort. Practically complete, Mr. Chairman. 


HIGH COST OF HOSPITALS 


Senator Srpennis. As to your hospitals, we had a few hospitals in 
the military construction bill this year. Our Armed Services Com- 
mittee on the Senate side deleted those hospitals, making it clear 
that the objection was not so much to the hospital as to their unit 
cost, which I thought was very high and ought to be reduced. It is 
so much beyond the civilian hospitals and so much finer than the 
average taxpayer would ever see inside of and he is the man, after 
all, who is putting up the money, that I think we ought to take a 
strong second look at the matter. 

I hope the Army will do that because—— 

Mr. Snort. To the layman it does seem perbaps extravagant— 
and that is what I am—and it hits me the same way, Senator, though 
I don’t think you can compare a military hospital with the civilian 
hospital because of the particular functions and equipment that they 
must possess on an Army post. They don’t have the support of a 
community. 

Senator Stennis. I am sure that there are some differences and 
we want to make reasonable allowances for them. 

Mr. SuHort. I am glad you are taking a sharp look at them. I 
think you should. Having served for a quarter of a century in 
Congress I used to look with a spyglass at these things and I think 
we ought to. I think the Surgeon General will be able to justify 
perhaps 

Senator Stennis. My point now is that we did not make a final 
rejection of the idea of a hospital, but we did want to take a very 
close look at the cost of them. 
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I hope the Army will be prepared on that. 
Mr. SHort. I think General Seeman perhaps has a statement from 
the Surgeon General on it. 


NATIONAL GUARD ARMORIES 


Senator Stennis. Now, as to your National Guard armories, yoy 
are asking for only $11 million. , 

Mr. Sort. $20 million for the Reserve because we want the 
Reserves to catch up. 

Senator Stennis. That is what I wanted to ask you. You have 
been getting more money for the Army National Guard than you have 
your Reserves. 

Mr. SHort. And over a longer period of time. Of course, the 
Guard is an old, well-established institution. We are striving to get 
them in balance. 

Senator Stennis. You have much more State money available—— 

Mr. Suort. Than we can match with Federal funds. 

Senator Stennis. Yes. 

Mr. SHort. Yes. 

Senator Stennis. You can match with $11 million, so you do not 
object to this $11 million being increased, do you? 

Mr. Suort. I would not. Wecould spend more money if we had it. 
What we have tried to do here is to have a balanced program. We 
have had to hold down each one, your aviation, your modernization, 

our missiles, your housing, your guard armories, your Reserve train- 
ing centers. 1 think it is a well-balanced program. 

Senator Stennis. Getting back to my question now 

Mr. Suort. No; I would not object to any figures put in there 
because I think Members of Congress—the House and the Senate— 
and particularly of this committee, you fellows are pretty much expert 
on these matters. 

Senator Stennis. If this amount should be increased, you do have 
applications for additional armories and matching funds available 
where you could judiciously spend it in line with your program; is that 
not correct? 

Mr. SHort. That is right. 

Senator Stennis. I just want your opinion on that. 

Mr. SHort. Yes; we could, we could very well spend it and I think 
profitably spend it, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Stennis. I just wanted your firm opinion on the armories, 

Mr. Suort. That would take care of many towns and sections of our 
country and take care, incidentally, of some Members of Congress, too, 
whom I am always glad to assist in every way possible. 


PRIORITY LIST OF ARMORIES 


Senator Stennis. We did not add new armories in the new military 
construction bill. If there is any additional amount to be over the 
budget it will be on those that are already authorized. We take those 
in from the States on the list in the priority that they are set up from 
the State adjutant generals. 

As far as I know, the Members of Congress do not have much to do 
with those lists. I know I do not have anything to do with them. 
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Mr. Suort. You don’t have much; it is your State government and 
adjutant general. 


VALUE OF RESERVE PROGRAMS 


Senator Stennis. I think one of the great values of the Reserve 
programs is the home interest it creates, the home stimulation, and 
it generates a popular support for the entire military program and 
makes the people more willing for the military funds to be spent. 

Mr. SHorr. It could not exist without it. 

Senator Srennts. I thank you again. 

Is there anything else you have to say, Mr. Secretary? 

Mr. Snort. No, Senator. 

Senator Stennis. I thank you gentlemen for coming here today. 

The committee will stand in recess until 2:30 this afternoon. 

Mr. Suorr. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

(Thereupon, at 12:55 p.m., the subcommittee was recessed, to re- 
convene at 2:30 p.m., same day.) 


AFTERNOON SEssion (TurEspay, JuNE 11, 1959) 
DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
Miuitary Pusric Works, ARMY 


STATEMENTS OF MAJ. GEN. L. E. SEEMAN, DIRECTOR, INSTALLA- 
TIONS OFFICE, DEPUTY CHIEF OF STAFF FOR LOGISTICS; COL. 
G. L. EVANS, JR., CHIEF, CONSTRUCTION DIVISION 0, DIR/ 
INSTALLATIONS, DCSLOG; MR. L. A. WESTENBERGER, CHIEF, 
PUBLIC WORKS PLANNING BRANCH, CONSTRUCTION DIVI- 
SION O, DIR/INSTALLATIONS, DCSLOG; COL. R. D. McCARTY, 
CHIEF, FAMILY HOUSING DIVISION O, DIR/INSTALLATIONS, 
DCSLOG; COL. R. W. MUTH, COMMANDING OFFICER, CHEMICAL 
CORPS ENGINEERING COMMAND, ARMY CHEMICAL CENTER, 
MD.; MAJ. GEN. R. B. LINCOLN, DEPUTY CHIEF OF TRANSPOR- 
TATION; MR. H. D. VAN KUREN, SERVICES AND INSTALLATIONS 
OFFICE, CHIEF OF ORDNANCE 


BREAKDOWN OF PROJECTS 


Senator Stennis. General Seeman, we are glad to have you and 
those who are going to assist you back in harness—is that a good 
expression still to be used?—back on duty, and we know you know 
a great deal about these bills. I want to ask you one or two pre- 
liminary questions. 

The Secretary’s statement set forth the amount of new authoriza- 
tions, the current fiscal 1960 bill, and the amount of old authorizations. 

I hope you have a list of those, a detailed breakdown as to those 
two amounts that you can put in the record. It will be very con- 
venient to the committee. 

General Sreman. Yes, sir. They are pinpointed in the list which 
we have furnished to the members of the committee by their authori- 
zation, whether it is in this fiscal year’s bill or in previous fiscal year’s 
bill. They are pinpointed out there. We can pull them out and 
submit further information for the record if you so desire. 
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Senator Stennis. This is part of your statement here? 

General Seeman. Yes, sir. I was going to make a short remark 
about them. 

Senator Stennis. All right. You may proceed in your own way 
except that I do not think it is necessary, unless you just expressly 
want to, to read all your statement. 

General Szeman. I am prepared to brief it down for you. 

Senator Srennis. I do not want to rush you. I want you to take 
all the time you need. Every witness will have all the time he needs. 
You are familiar with the way we present these matters. 

I think you ought to have your full statement in the record all right, 
together with your exhibits and then you make such comments as 
you wish. 

PREPARED STATEMENT 


General Sepman. Mr. Chairman, I have the privilege to present 
the Army’s appropriation request for the fiscal year 1960 military 
construction program. With your permission we will insert in the 
record the prepared statement. I will brief it for you. 

Senator Srennis. At this place we will put General Seeman’s com- 
plete statement in the record together with the exhibits in the record, 

(The information referred to follows:) 


““Mr. Chairman and members of the committee: For fiscal year 1960 I want to 
amplify the Secretary’s statement and to present to this committee some addi- 
tional information on the Department of the Army’s construction programs. 
For fiscal year 1960 the Department of the Army is seeking appropriations to 
finance construction in three major construction programs. These programs and 
the amount of new appropriations requested, are: ‘Military construction, Army,” 
$341 million; ‘Military construction, Army Reserve Forces,’’ $20 million; and 
“Military construction, Army National Guard,’ $11 million. 

These programs are designed to meet our needs in a cold war situation. All of 
the programs are geared to improving our readiness to meet any situation where 
Army troops are needed. We are striving to make the Army more efficient and 
effective each year. The construction programs must provide the facilities to 
enable our officers and men to be highly trained, to keep our equipment effectively 
maintained, and to attract and retain the proper personnel. 

The Army’s presentation of projects and supporting data for these appropria- 
tion requests has been organized to furnish complete justification for the opera- 
tional need of each project. Indeed, we feel that the relationship of each project 
to the Army’s major missions and responsibilities is almost self-evident in the 
material included on the project justification forms which are contained in the 
books furnished to the committee. In a moment I will address myself to these 
Army missions and outline the relationship of the overall construction program 
to these missions. 

Now, as I mentioned a moment ago, I would like to review on a synopsized 
basis the Army’s role in the Nation’s defense. 

The overall objective of the Army today and for the foreseeable future is to 
contribute to the security of our Nation as a member of our triservice team by 
providing adequate forces for prompt, sustained land combat in any type of 
war—whether general war, limited war, or cold war—and to furnish surface-to-air 
missile defense for the United States and our deployed forces overseas. The 
Army’s contribution is based on agreed strategic concepts, joint war plans and 
agreed roles and missions which are assigned to the Army. 

Through a combination of mutually supporting capabilities, the combined 
military services must develop the strength necessary to deter war in all its forms 
and to have the capability to insure that the United States will prevail should 
deterrence fail. 

With this as background, the major operational missions of the Army become 
clearly discernible. They are: First, maintenance of forces deployed overseas 
for the deterrence of aggression or for the prompt resistance to aggression, should 
deterrence fail; second, maintenance of a mobile combat-ready strategic force 
based in the United States for the rapid reinforcement of forward deployed forces 
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jn event of general war, or for the timely suppression of those situations short of 
general war which may develop; and third, the contribution of Army forces as 
required for the unified air defense of the continental United States. 

With regard to the latter mission, I would like to emphasize that the Army 
considers that the construction programed for the NIKE units of our joint air 
defenses is an especially vital requirement. Army surface-to-air missile defenses 
are, for the foreseeable future a necessity for the protection of our retaliatory force 
and population and industrial centers in the event deterrence fails. With the 
NIKE-HERCULES system being phased in to replace the NIKE-AJAX just 
as rapidly as our resources will permit, it is essential that construction of appro- 
priate facilities keep pace. 

NIKE-HERCULES, which is at least 10 times as effective as the NIKE- 
AJAX and many hundreds of times as effective as tube artillery, has increased 
accuracy and range and can be armed with either high explosive or nuclear 
meron It can destroy any type of aircraft or air-to-surface missile known to 
exist today. 

As a follow on surface-to-air missile program the NIKE-ZEUS is the only 
antiballistic missile defense system now under development. The attainment 
of an active anti-missile-missile operational capability with NIKE-ZEUS has 
been accorded the highest national priority by the National Security Council. 
For 2% years the Army has been proceeding at top speed with the development 
of this third generation NIKE system in order to protect this Nation against 
ballistic missile attack. 

Following my overall presentation of the active Army, Army Reserve, and 
National Guard programs, General Palladino for the Army Reserve and General 
McGowan for the National Guard will be pleased to respond to any questions 
you may have with regard to their program segments. 

To give this committee an overall view of the construction program for the 
Active Army, I have a chart designed to provide this information. It presents 
a summarization of the authorizations, appropriations, obligations, and expend- 
itures for the military construction, Army, program during fiscal years 1958 
through 1960. The bars shown in fiscal year 1960 on the chart reflect antici- 
pated new authorizations and appropriations for this year and estimated 
obligations and expenditures. 

It will be noted that we will start the coming fiscal year with a carryover of 
$340 million of valid but unfinanced authorization. To this is added the $231.2 
million of new authorization presented to the Armed Services Committees and 
$1.2 million of deficiency authorization. This brings us to a total of $572 mil- 
lion in authorization for fiscal year 1960. Repealed authorization is shown 
below the zero line and for the coming year is estimated at $100 million. 

Taking off from this point we see next an estimated obligation of $336 million 
scheduled. This includes a earryover of $95 million from fiscal year 1959 esti- 
mated to be unobligated. This is the smallest amount we have had in recent 
years and is the minimum amount we can reach under present apportionment 
procedures. As you know we must apportion the total amount necessary to 
complete a project even though it takes 18 to 24 months to construct and to 
obligate all the funds for the average facility. To the $95 million is added the 
requested appropriation of $341 million. The difference, or $100 million repre- 
sents poe unobligated balance estimated to be available at the end of fiscal 
ear 1960. 

; The wl.ite bar represents the estimated experditures for fiscal year 1960 of $267 
million. This amount which is quite a drop from the $345 million in fiscal year 
1959 reflects the level of obligations in fiscal year 1959. 

Turning now to the furding plan in support of tne requested appropriation in 
the amount of $341,371,000. This funding plan consists of $19%5,559,000 for 
new authorizations, $30,500,000 for general authorizations, and $117,332,000 for 
prior years’ authorizations. 

In briefly discussing the funding plan, I would like to cover two major elements 
separately: First, line item projects and second, general authorizations. The 
line item projects I shall break down into construction categories for other than 
air defense and then treat air defense. 

The first category, operatioral and training facilities, includes paving, control 
towers, and lighting facilities for air fields; fuel storage and dispensing facilities; 
communications buildings; aviation operations buildings; academic buildings; 
and guided missile training facilities. his category totals $28,247,000. 

Maintenance facilities include buildings for maintenance of all types of equip- 
ment and plant used by the Army, such as aircraft, missiles, motor vehicles, com- 
munication and electronics devices. This category totals $11,321,000. 
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Research, development, and test facilities include requirements in the amount 
of $7,774,000 to support the Army’s research and development programs. This 
includes $3,624,000 for a cold regions laboratory at Dartmouth and $2,173,000 
for signal test facilities at Huachuca. 

Supply facilities include requirements totalling $18,613,000. Aircraft parts 
storage buildings, ammunition storage igloos, cold storage and general purpose 
warehouses are major elements of this category. 

Hospital and medical facilities total $14,114,000 and include $9,934,000 for 
three permanent hospitals. The three new hospitals in this group are at Fort 
Eustis, Va., Carlisle Barracks, Pa., and Fort McClellan, Ala. These are required 
to replace World War II outmoded hospitals which have long ago exceeded their 
normal life expectancy. 

Administrative facilities consist of structures necessary for the administration 
of battalion and larger units. The major nonstandard structure under this cate- 
gory is the addition to the alternate joint communication center at an estimated 
cost of $6,300,000. The total amount requested for administrative facilities js 
$7,995,000. 

Housing and community facilities include barracks and bachelor officer quar- 
ters, family housing, service facilities and morale, welfare and recreational facili- 
ties. The total amount requested is $46,248,000. 

The funding plan contains $11,055,000 for enlisted men’s barracks. We are 
asking for $6,164,000 for 3,038 permanent spaces; and $4,561,000 for 2,790 semi- 

ermanent spaces at our surface-to-air guided missile training range at McGregor 

ange, Tex., and at certain locations overseas. Also included in this program is 
about $5 million for permanent dormitories at the U.S. Military Academy for 
526 cadets. These spaces are in a student dormitory type of structure having 263 
rooms for 2 cadets each. For semipermanent barracks at Camp Buckner for cadet, 
summer training there is included $330,000 for 240 cadet spaces. 

This segment of the program also contains 302 spaces for permanent bachelor 
officers’ quarters at a cost of $2,847,000 and 190 semipermanent BOQ spaces for 
housing at certain locations overseas and at other installations where we have an 
immediate and demonstrable need for such housing, at a cost of $571,000. 

Included herein also we have 540 units of MCA housing. The total amount 
requested is $15,972,000. 

The eighth catezory covers all utilities and ground improvements. It consists 
of such projects as electric utilities, heating plants, sanitary sewer systems, and 
water supply systems, and totals $20,897,000. 

The last catezory is real estate. Aside from land required for air defense missile 
installations, there is only one land acquisition project to acquire 60 acres at 
Helemano, Hawaii, at a cost of $90,000. 

Turning now to air defense, as part of the proposed fiscal year 1960 MCA pro- 
gram the Department of the Army is requesting $146,646,000 for air defense 
construction in the continental United States and overseas areas. 

This program is an integral part of the Army air defense development plan, 
initiated in 1951. (The plan has been revised continually, in response to changing 
world conditions and technological advances.) This plan is kept up to date in 
consonance with policies and objectives of DOD and the JCS, and with the 
operational plans and requirements of Headquarters, NORAD, and Headquarters, 

SARADCOM. : 

Functionally, the proposed fiscal year 1960 air defense construction program is 
subdivided into four major categories of projects: 

NORAD NIKE-HERCULES facilities —This category includes deployments 
of HERCULES to SAC bases, battalion headquarters, and support facilities to 
SAC base deployments now under construction, conversion of additional AJAX 
batteries to HERCULES in existing city defense, and replacements, improve- 
ments, and additions to existing defense area facilities. The funding requested 
for NORAD NIKE facilities is $44,069,000. 

Overseas tactical and support factlities—This category includes tactical and 
support facilities in Germany, Korea, Okinawa, and Hawaii. All deployments 
are complete packages, including field. maintenance support shops. Funds 
requested for these installations total $33,342,000. 

MISSILE MASTER-NORAD control centers —This item includes second 
increment facilities for NORAD control centers. The first incremeot included 
the required technical facilities: all the Army portion of that increment is under 
contract or completed. The second increment requested here includes the 
essential operational troop housing, mess, administrative, logistical support, and 
community facilities required to complete this increment of the program. The 
total requested for MISSILE MASTER facilities this year is $11,235,000. 
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Developmental facilities—This category includes developmental and test facil- 
ities, both CONUS and overseas, necessary to carry forward the development of 
advanced systems, included also are the necessary troop housing, mess, adminis- 
trative, and logistical support facilities. This high priority item represents 
$58 million of the program. 

This request for $146,646,000 for SAM facility construction and land acquisi- 
tion is: one, an austere balanced program, involving new defense areas, new 
weapons systems, and modernization; two, in consonance with DOD, JCS, and 
BOB policies and objectives; three, in balance with the procurement program; and 
four, responsive to priorities. 

The second element of the funding plan, $30,500,000 for general authorization, 
is composed of planning, minor construction, support of Capehart housing, reha- 
bilitation of substandard family quarters, and.access roads. Thigvrequest for 
funding approval is predicated on the bestestimate available at present as to. 
what our needs will be for the use of authorizations granted im the general pro- 
yisions of previous public laws. It is broken down as follows: 

Planning.—$15 million: Planning will provide the funding necessary to com- 
plete the design for all new fiscal year 1960 authorizations and to permit the 
development of preliminary design for planned fiscal year 1961 projects in order 
that budget estimates for this work can be as accurate as possible. This will also 
provide for the continuing development of standard plans for repetitive type 

rojects. 

" Diner construction.—$6,500,000: The authority for this type of work is con- 
tained in section 408 of Public Law 968 of the 84th Congress. Prior to fiscal 
year 1958 all work of this nature was accomplished from the operations and maint- 
enance appropriation of the Army. Effective in fiscal year 1958 the Department 
of the Army has employed this authority to construct projects costing between 
$25,000 and $200,000 to meet urgent requirements unforeseen when developing 
the line items for the fiscal vear fiscal year 1960 program. Projects costing less 
than $25,000 continue to be financed from the operations and maintenance 
appropriation. 

Support of Capehart housing.—$6,500,000: Authority for this support is con- 
tained in title V, section 505, Public Law 155, 82d Congress, and is used basically 
for the acquisition of land, site preparation, and the provision of offsite utilities 
within the houndaries. of the Capehart family housing project. 

The title VIII housing program, referred to as the Capehart program, is pro- 
viding the bulk of the Army’s family housing construction requirer ent in the 
United States. As of April 1959, 12,124 units have been completed t+ 39 Army 
installations; 35 projects totaling 10,431 units are under construction; and an 
additional 11,630 units are in various stages of approval, design and/or develop- 
ment. 

Rehabilitation of substandard family quarters.—$300,000: Section 407(e), Public 
Law 85-241, authorizes the improvement of substandard quarters to adequate 
public quarters standards. We are requesting funds to rehabilitate quarters 
which would otherwise have to be demolished or disposed of by Julv 1, 1960. 

Access roads.—$2,200,000: Construction of access roads to military installa- 
tions wa; authorized by the Defense Highway Act of 1941 with subsecuent amend- 
ments. Since fs7al year 1957 each service has been required to m ke provision 
for some within its public works program. The amount requested is necessary 
to meet our minimum requirements. 

I assure the committee that we are presenting a hard-core program, closely 
coordinated and closely related to both short and long-range needs of our present 
nissions and operations, and to our permanent base requirements. At this point, 
and apropos of the hard-core nature of this program, I would like to introduce a 
problem which faces us this year with respect to our execution of the fiscal year- 
1960 provram. ; 

I would like to stress one aspect of this appropriation request which we feel 
impairs the efficiency of our program execution. There is a need for some flexi- 
bility in the application of appropriated funds to a larger approved appropriation 
prorram. In past years, the services have been granted flexibility in the use of 
funds which has proved invaluable in the administration of the construction pro- 
gram. Specifically, I refer to the approval in the past of line items in a total 
amount which has exceeded the grant of new obligational authority by approxi- 
mately 15 percent. This flexibility recognized that instances will arise which 
cause the deferral or cancellation of a construction project subseauent to the 
approval of the project by the Congress. For example, in the NIKE-ZEUS 
area, we were unable to fully utilize the $29 million authorized for this program 





62 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION APPROPRIATIONS, 1960 


in fiscal year 1959 due to a chance in location of the missile range from the Atlantic 
to the Pacific area. The chanee in location occurred primarily due to failure to 
effect a base rights agreement in the Atlantic area. Under the dollar-for-dollar 
concept of approved program and new oblizational authority which is applicable 
to the submission of this year’s program, this would have resulted in carr) over 
funds of $6.5 million. In other instances, savings es a result of favorable bics 
have permitted earlier construction of urgent authorized Army projects through 
the flexibility grarted in prior years. 

There is no flexibility in the program that is being presented here today. The 
value of the projects is the same as the request for new obligational authority, 
The Army would benefit greatly by a continuation in fiscal year 1960 of the 
flexibility granted in previous years. 

Turning to the construction appropriations requested for Army Reserve com- 
ponents, i will now cover the general aspects of the bill. The Army National 
Guard and Army Reserve representatives are prepared to cover the details of 
their respective programs. 

For the Army Reserve the proposed appropriation of $20 million for fiscal 
year 1960 provides 67 new Army Reserve centers and approximately 75 projects 
which are additions to present centers. These additions are chiefly for training 
and vehicle maintenance space essential to the training program. 

For the Army National Guard, the proposed fiscal year 1960 appropriation of 
$11 million provides 79 new armories, 8 projects for conversion of present armories, 
and 7 nonarmory projects which are maintenance and supply-administrative 
facilities. The nonarmory projects comprise less than 10 percent of the total 
dollar amount of the authorization requested for the Army National Guard. 

I will break my presentation into three sections: 

First, to give an accounting of the $250 million appropriated to the Army 
from fiscal year 1951 through fiscal year 1959 for Reserve components’ con- 
struction, and to explain what we seek to accomplish with this current request. 

Second, to analyze our future construction requirements as we now know them, 

Third, to cover joint utilization of facilities with the several Reserve com- 
ponents. 

First the accounting for the $250 million appropriated from fiscal year 1951 
through fiscal vear 1959 for Reserve component construction: 

Of the $250 million appropriated so far by the Congress for the Reserve con- 
struction program of the Army, approximately $200 million was obligated during 
the period fiscal year 1951-58 to construct 1,050 National Guard Armory projects, 
231 National Guard nonarmory projects and 305 Army Reserve centers. 

For fiscal year 1959, the Army program did not contain any request for authori- 
zation or new obligational authority. However, the Congress authorized an 
additional $23.3 million in line items for the Army National Guard and $5 million 
for the Army Reserve. The Congress appropriated $5.25 million and $1 million 
for the Army National Guard and the Army Reserve, respectively. The Depart- 
ment of the Army financial plan, fiscal vear 1959, does not include utilization of 
these authorizations and funds. The $51 million available funds remaining for 
obligation after fiscal vear 1958 are being utilized in fiscal year 1959 and planned 
for the fiscal year 1960 as shown in the following tabulation which takes into 
consideration the use of the 1959 appropriations and proposed fiscal year 1960 
appropriations: 
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The authorization available for fiscal year 1960 is shown on the following 
charts, along with the proposed obligations for each component. 


ARMY NATIONAL GUARD (CHART NO. 1) 


This chart shows that the Army National Guard will have at the beginning of 
fiscal year 1960, $34.8 million in authorized projects and that the proposed obli- 
gations for fiscal year 1960 are $15 million. This overauthorization comes about 
by a combination of the following factors. 

(1) The fiscal year 1959 authorization of $23.3 million, together with projects 
previously authorized by consultation and brought forward from fiscal year 1958, 
aggregate authorization in excess of the funds available to the Army for obliga- 
tion during fiscal year 1959. 

(2) The Army is obligating funds in fiscal year 1959 for high priority consulta- 
tion projects that were programed before the new line item authorizations were 
added by the Congress. Under the provisions of section 604 of Public Law 85-685' 
the new funds appropriated ($5.25 million) in fiscal year 1959 cannot be applied’ 
to projects previously approved by consultation. 

(3) Application of funds appropriated in fiscal year 1959 is also dependent upon 
the completion of the reorganization plans of the Army National Guard; as I 
mentioned above these reorganization plans have not yet been finalized. The 
Army is attempting to attain more uniformity between its National Guard and 
Reserve construction programs and between authorization and available funding. 
However, there are included in the authorization program, presented to the 
Armed Services Committees, 16 new projects for the National Guard at an esti- 
mated Federal cost of $2.5 million. These projects have been given high priority 
by the adjutants general of the States in considering their reorganization plans; 
and they have neither been previously approved by consultation nor authorized 
as line items in fiscal year 1959; consequently they are additions to the total avail- 
able National Guard authorization. 


ARMY RESERVE (CHART NO. 2) 


The chart shows that the Army Reserve will have at the beginning of fiscal 
year 1960 $30.2 million in authorized projects and that the proposed obligations 
for fiscal year 1960 are $23 million. 

The second section of my discussion is an analysis of future requirements as 
we now know them. 


(CHART NO. 3) 


The Army estimates the current long-range requirements for National Guard 
armories to be 2,250; of these 1,226 armory projects have been constructed or 
programed, and 916 adequate State-constructed armories are available. This 
leaves a deficit of approximately 108 armories to be constructed after fiscal year 
1960. The Army estimates it will require $47 million in future appropriations to 
complete the Army National Guard construction program. There has been for 
some time a difference of opinion between the Army Staff and the National Guard 
Bureau as to the estimated total requirement for armories. The representative 
from the National Guard Bureau during his detailed presentation of the Army 
National Guard program will give the Bureau’s analysis of the requirement for 
armories. 

(CHART NO. 4) 


For the Army Reserve the estimated long-range requirement is 1,800 Reserve 
centers against which 442 centers have been constructed or programed, and 
another 458 centers are provided through adequate, leased, or donated facilities, 
leaving a deficit of 900 Reserve centers to be provided after fiscal year 1960. It 
is estimated that the Army Reserve will require $234 million in future appropria- 
tions. 

Turning now to my last subject—that of joint utilization: 

Department of the Army adheres to the established policies which require 
maximum utilization of all existing facilities, including those of the other Reserve 
components, before any new construction is permitted. Each new project is 
examined at the local, State, Continental U.S. Army, and departmental level to 
see if there are, in fact, any existing facilities that could be used or if the proposed 
project could be consolidated with one of the other Reserve components. A final 
review is made by the Office of the Assistant Secretary of Defense (Properties 
and Installations). 


42550—59—_—5 
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Of the 1,050 National Guard armory projects completed, or under construction 
as of June 30, 1958, 136, or 13 percent are used jointly or provide for future 
joint use. The other 914 armory projects have been approved at all levels for 
unilateral construction. Of the 305 Reserve centers completed or under con- 
struction as of June 30, 1958, 29 or 10 percent are used jointly or provide for 
future joint use. The other 276 centers were similarly approved for unilateral 
construction. 

Gentlemen, this completes my remarks concerning the proposed milit»ry con- 
struction, Army; the Army National Guard, and the Army Reserve authorization 
programs contained in this bill. Letailed data on the proposed program is con- 
tained in five books. One book is classified. Two books contain justification 
data sheets on the Reserve and National Guard component projects. 

This completes my prepared statement. I am prepared to discuss the military 
construction, Army, projects in such detail as you may desire. Generals 
McGowan and Palladino will be available to present the Army National Guard 
and the Army Reserve construction programs in detail. 
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TOTAL ARMY CONSTRUCTION REQUESTS 


General SeeMAN. The Army is requesting total appropriation for 
construction this year of $341,371,000. Of this, $193,539,000 is for 
new authorization and $117,332,000 for prior years’ authorization and 
$30.5 million for general authorization. 

Additionally, and apart from military construction appropriation 
request, we are requesting $20 million to support the construction 
program for the Army Reserve and $11 million to support the con- 
struction program for the Army National Guard. 

I would like ‘to emphasize that the appropriation program which 
the Army submits represents the result of a painstaking review by 
the Army of its entire construction requirement. The restricted 
budget which the Army can afford in these times has imposed the 
necessity for most careful review in order to assure that each one of 
our scarce construction dollars is applied to the most urgent of our 
missions at the present time. : 

We believe the program we are presenting is a barebone program. 
However, I do not wish to leave the impression with the committee 
that we have not included in our program any facilities which will 
tend to improve the living condition of our people. We feel strongly 
that our capability to attract and retain competent, dedicated per- 
sonnel so necessary to a modern Army is based to a substantial degree 
on the adequacy of living and working facilities. We have included 
in our program a rather small but reasonable increment of such fa- 
cilities. In order that the committee may gain a feeling of the com- 
position of the program I will summarize by construction categories. 


CONSTRUCTION CATEGORIES 


For operational and training facilities, $28.2 million or 8.3 percent. 

For maintenance and production facilities, $11.3 million or 3.3 
percent. 

Research and development and test facilities exclusive of the 
surface-to-air missile program, $7.8 million or 2.3 percent. 

For supply facilities of which by far the greater proportion is over- 
seas, $18.6 million or 5.3 percent. 

For hospitals, dispensaries and ancillary medical and dental facilities 
so ably emphasized this morning by Mr. Short, $14.1 million or 41 
percent. 

For administrative facilities for battalion and larger command units, 
$8 million or 2.3 percent. 

For troop and family housing and supporting community facilities, 
$46.2 million or 13.9 percent. 

In the category of utilities and ground improvements such as heat, 
power, water, sewage and drainage facilities, $20.9 million, or 6.1 
percent. 

For tactical facilities in support of surface-to-air missile program 
inside and outside the United States, $146.6 million, about 43 percent. 

Special classified projects overseas require funding in the amount of 
$8.9 million or approximately 2.5 percent. 

For financing of general authorization which includes advanced 
planning, minor construction, utility support of Capehart housing 
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and access roads, our request totals $30.5 million, approximately 8.9 
percent. 
RESERVE CENTER 


The $20 million we have requested for the Army Reserve will provide 
67 Reserve centers and additions to 75 others. 

Senator Stennis. You are reading from a brief statement. 

General Sreman. This is a brief, very brief statement. 

Senator Stennis. Do you have copies of that? 

General Sreman. We gute copies, sir. 

Senator Stennis. I see you have a copy for us here. 

General Srreman. Yes, sir; there are prepared statements of General 
McGowan, General Palladisio and myself. Fi 

Senator Stennis. I mean what you are reading from. Do you have 
additional copies of that? 

General Sreman. I do not have it right now, sir. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 


NATIONAL GUARD CONSTRUCTION 


General Seeman. The $11 million for National Guard construction 
provides 79 Army projects and 15 support projects. I should refer 
to your letter to Mr. McNeil, sir, in which you highlighted the vast 
experiences that the members of your committee bring to this program 
and the obvious reason for avoiding any lengthy and detailed hearings. 

This would certainly seem to apply to the fiscal 1960 program whose 
authorization items you have recently heard. Should you desire, we 
could pinpoint as we have discussed before the prior year’s authoriza- 
tion. 

Mr. Chairman, there are 130 line items of this nature involving 
about $117 million. 

Senator Stennis. That is old authorization? 

General Seeman. Yes, sir. This is largely due as you may recall 
to last year the appropriation was $230 million out of a total funding 
approval which the Congress gave us of $308 million which just gen- 
erated a lot of these carryover items. 

General McGowan and General Palladino are here and we are 
prepared to proceed in any way you wish. 

Senator Stennis. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Stennis. On the record. 

You see, I have stated my feeling of need of fresh proof on these. 
I do not know that you have to go over every individual item, but I 
want you to state where it fits into your present needs. If it is ex- 
tension of a warehouse, tell why it is needed now and so forth, and how 
it fits in with the present program. 

If it is an increase in a shop or addition of a shop, be sure to cover 
those points. 

General Szeman. All right, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Proceed. 

General SzEMAN. We will proceed, then, with book No. 1 which 
starts with— 

Senator Srennis. There is one more point. I see that General 
McGowan and these other gentlemen are here. Perhaps they were 
notified that we would take up their items today. Suppose we pro- 
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ceed with your proof, General, to the exclusion of these 130 line items 
and then perhaps we can take the Army Reserve and the Air National 
Guard and come back to these line items at the last. How would that 
fit-in? 
Now, to get your program over before the committee, how did you 
want to proceed? 
TOTAL LINE ITEMS 


General Seeman. The total request of the Army involves about 403 
line items. ‘Turning to your first book we have a priority list there 
which summarizes them. The situation last year, where we had ap- 
propriated $203 million out of a program approval of $308 million 
generated slippages in Jots of items that just could not be funded. 

In reference to our priority list which we have before us, it indicates 
how carefully we have screened all our requirements to consider 
that priority in relation to requirements which have been generated 
this year. 

It may be noted the second priority item is a carryover item from 
last year. The column on the right of this priority list indicates 
those which are in our fiscal 1960 authorization request and those 
which are carryover authorization from previous years. 

For example, priority item—well, that entire first page is surface-to- 
air missile facilities involving some of authorization requested this 
year and some of last year. 


PROJECTS IN KOREA 


On the following page it may be noted priority 60, 61, and 62 for 


Korea: the appropriation requested there is in support of authoriza- 
tion requested last year and approved by the Congress in Public Law 
ss which we are unable to fund due to the shortage of appropriations 
ast year. 


VERDUN ORDNANCE DEPOT IN FRANCE 


Item No. 66, for example, the Verdun Ordnance Depot in France, 
that carries a Public Law 968 authorization of a prior fiscal year which 
had to be extended by the authorization requested this year. The 
same thing applies to the last item on that page, Metz General Depot 
for $1.585 million. 

Senator Stennis. Are you building a new warehouse there? 

General Seeman. Yes, that-is part-of the plan for the line of com- 
munications in France which has an installation at Metz. 

Senator Stennis. Do you pay for this with dollars. 

General Seeman. This is appropriated funds, yes. 

Senator Stennis. I thought you were just illustrating. You have 
not covered this page 7 and 8 of this priority classification, have you? 

General Seeman. I have not taken every item in detail, sir. They 
are highlighted in that right-hand column as to which are prior author- 
ized items and which are requested this year. 


SURFACE-TO-AIR MISSILES 
Senator Srennis. Do I understand now, that of all your military 


construction in the priority list you put all these surface-to-air missiles 
as being the most important? 
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General Sreman. Not all of them, sir. The ones that are of imme. 
diate operation necessity are up there. 

Senator Stennis. In other words, these are supporting facilities? 

General Seeman. Yes, sir, you will notice the second and third items 
are in support of research and development. 

Senator Stennis. Frankly, I cannot look at this list here and know 
just whatitis. It says surface-to-air missile tactical facilities, R. « D, 
support items, research and development items; I know what that 
means but what does support items mean? 

It could mean a dining hall for the men stationed out on some of 
these development projects or it could mean some complicated piece 
of construction work. 

General Szreman. That number 4 priority item as you mention, js 
covered in page 606 of the detailed book, book No. 3, research and 
development facilities: for $51,520,000. It covers items 3 and 4 on 
the priority list. 

Now, the detailed support of it is classified on pages 106 and 107 of 
our classified book. 

Senator Stennis. I just happened to hit on one that is classified? 

General Sreman. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. It looks to me as though we had better go through 
these items here. If you want the money to build “X”’ you had better 
say what “X”’ is and where it is and how it fits in the program. If we 
have to have an executive session on some of them, why, we can. 

General Seeman. I will suggest that we proceed, starting with 
book 1. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 


ABERDEEN PROVING GROUNDS 


General Sreman. The first is for the Ordnance Corps on page 23 
of book 1, Aberdeen Proving Grounds. It has items of trainfire range 
at $209,000. The second item is a BOQ, 60-man, at $576,000. 

Senator Stennis. What are you testifying from, what page? 

General SzemMan. Page 24 of book 1. 

Senator Stennis. Is that the summary there on page 21? 

General Srreman. Yes, sir, page 21 starts the Ordnance. 

Senator Stennis. It is more or less an index? 

General SreMAN. Yes, it is a list of stations of Ordnance. 

Senator Stennis. I know that Aberdeen Proving Grounds is not 
far from Washington. I thought that was one of your old installa- 
tions. Do you need a BOQ there for some special reason? 

General Seeman. That is the home of the Ordnance Training Com- 
mand and Ordnance Proving Ground. They have a large percentage 
of World War II construction which is in a deteriorated condition. 

The next item at Aberdeen is a battalion administration and supply 
item. That, Mr. Chairman, is a carryover authorization. That 1s 
authorized in Public Law 241 of the 85th Congress. That is the 
first example of items which we have mentioned. 

Senator Stennis. This is research and development, you say, for 
what program? ; 

General Szeman. This is Aberdeen Proving Grounds, page 25. 

Senator Stennis. It says here, “the principal function or product, 
research and development.” That is on page 22. 

General Szeeman. That is correct, sir, Aberdeen Proving Grounds. 
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Senator Stennis. That is your general research on armor, is that 
night? 
‘General SzEMAN. For the Ordnance Corps. 


NEED FOR ADMINISTRATION BUILDING 


Senator Stennis. I thought this was one of your old installations 
and had been quite actively used. I do not see why you have to have 
another administration building. 

General Szeman. This is for the administrative and supply functions 
for troops which are housed in the barracks part of the complex which 
were authorized and funded last year and are now under construction. 
The station limitation and the amount of funds we had available did 
not permit us to build these small battalion headquarters and supply 
buildings. That is all this $230,000 item is. 

Senator Stennis. The two above there are in this year’s bill? 

General SzEMAN. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. That still does not explain to me exactly why 
you need this administration building. Is it a new program or 
additional program or what? 

General Szeman. It is part of the program which was approved over 
all last year. This is just the company and battalion headquarters 
for the troops to be housed in the permanent barracks to be constructed 
there. ‘They are under construction now. 

This provides their own little headquarters and supply area. If 
they do not get it they will be aaiead to use an old frame building 
some distance away to perform the function or crowd up in the per- 
manent barracks to provide room for their administrative and supply 
functions. As you know, the complex of living facilities is a certain 
number of barracks and mess hall and then this little battalion head- 
quarters and supply. 

Senator Stennis. That is how many companies and battalions? 

General SzemMan. The total number is four barracks, I believe, 
four barracks, a mess and the administration building for the complete 
complement. 

Senator Stennis. Battalion, administration and supply building? 

General Szeeman. Yes. 

Senator Stennis. Those supplies are what kind? 

General SzeMan. These are their own immediate unit supplies of 
clothing issues and operating materials, their ammunition at the time 
they are ready to go on the range. Many of them normally keep 
their ammunition in the igloo; when it comes time to go on the range 
and fire they have to break it down and issue it. 

Senator Stennis. Is this installation being expanded? You have 
fewer men in the Army than you had several years ago. You are 
bound to be reducing the number somewhat. 

General Seeman. Aberdeen Proving Ground is one of the hard core 
training and R. & D. stations of the Ordnance. As you know, when 
you contract, you contract on your hard core stations. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 
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ANNISTON ORDNANCE DEPOT IN ALABAMA 


General Seeman. The next station here is Anniston Ordnance 
Depot in Alabama where we have two line items. The first one is 
roads and parking for $580,000 and the second one, railroad spur and 
facilities for $1.484 million. These two items are to support the 478 
——. magazines at the installations and provide for the adequate 
use of the ammunition storage depot. Both of those were authorized 
in prior fiscal years, and funding last year was just not enough to take 
care of them. 

Senator Stennis. This is a railroad spur now to be put out to the 
igloos? 

General SreMaNn. Yes, sir. It is to provide servicing up and down 
~ line of these igloos and to provide getting aiealahin and out of 
them. 

Senator Stennis. How have you been servicing them? 

General Seeman. They have been serviced by road and double- 
handling off trucks and rehandled. This is,a very inefficient: manner. 

Senator Srennis. Is this going to save money? You are spending 
$1.5 million for railroad spur and facility. 

General Szeman. Yes, sir; this will save money and personne! in 
the amount of time we will have to spend in rehandling and doing the 
double lifting. 

Senator Stennis. Who does that now, the men who are going to 
handle this ammunition? 

General Seeman. This is done by the 


CIVILIAN EMPLOYEES 


Mr. Van Kuren. These are civilian employees at Anniston which 
is one of our old and large ammunition storage depots. Just a few 
years ago we added 478 modern-type igloos there. These igloos are 
the only ones that are not served bY raii and spur facilities so that we 


can handle ammunition economical 
directly into the igloos. 

Senator Stennis. How many civilian employees will this dispense 
with? Do you have an estimate on that? 

Mr. Van Kuren. No, sir; I do not have that. 

Senator Stennis. I thought one of your main problems in the 
service was to find many things for the men to do, anyway. Do you 
have certain elementary training and fundamental training you have 
to keep up? Ido not see how you can keep that many men busy all 
the time. 

Mr. Van Kuren. These are all civilian employees. We do not use 
troops in our large storage operations. 

Senator Stennis. If the purpose is to decrease the cost of handling 
it a8 FOR are now, we have to have an estimate of how much can be 
saved. 

Mr. Van Kuren. That can be furnished, sir. 

General Sreman. The present strength of that installation is 16 
officers and over 3,500 civilians. We will prepare for the record an 
estimate. 

Senator Srennis. All right, I will mark this, Mr. Clerk, ‘‘dis- 
approved” until the record is proven that they will save money. 
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(The information referred to follows:) 


1. Construction of the auxiliary facilities for the Yurt magazine area at Annis- 
ton Ordnance Depot, consisting of roads, railroads, loading platforms, holding 
yard, and suspect car track, will effect an annual savings in the following areas: 

(a) Mileage savings resulting from the decreased distance between the proposed 
loading platforms and Yurt magazine area: 25,290 miles at $0.23 per mile equals 
$5,818. 

(b) Decreased distance between the Yurt area and the loading platforms will 
eliminate a need for five tractor and trailer units, utilized for internal depot 
transportation. This reduction will result in an estimated first-year saving of 
$53,500 and $24,650 for subsequent years. 


(1) 5 tractor-trailer units $28, 850 
(2) 5 drivers, annually 24, 650 


(c) Due to a lack of adequate holding yard facilities, it is necessary to unload 
and reload approximately 10 cars of ammunition per month. Savings in this 
area are estimated to be: 


$900 per car times 120 cars per year $108, 000 


For mobilization or accelerated movement of new types of ammunition the 
annual savings is estimated as follows: 


600 cars per year at $900 per car $540, 000 


(d) A conflict in safety regulations between incoming and outgoing shipments 
necessitates the respotting or relocating and holding of approximately 200 cars 
per month. Adequate holding facilities would eliminate this procedure at the 
following annual savings: 


2,400 respots per year, at $5.45 each $13, 200 


During or in the event of mobilization savings in respotting of cars would be 
increased hy 320 percent resulting in an annual saving of $42,240. 

2. The Yurt magazines, to be serviced by the proposed auxiliary facilities, con- 
tain the latest features of design necessary to facilitate storage of the newer types 
of ammunition and ammunition components. 


Recapitulation of estimated annual savings resulting from construction of auxiliary 
Yurt facilities 
NORMAL OPERATIONS 


Mileage saving: 25,290 miles, at $0.23 per mile 

New eouipment: 
5 tractor-trailer units__-.._..----- OP Et tig AEE. | ROE Pl (28, 850) 
5 drivers 24, 350 


MOBILIZATION OR ACCELERATED MOVEMENT 


Receiving, unloading, and relocating: $900 per car times 600 per year___540, 000 
Respotting or relocating: Increase 320 percent 


582, 240 


NECESSITY FOR PROJECT 


Senator Stennis. Now, you do not claim that it is necessary from 
the military standpoint to have this new system, do you? It does not 
add anything to your military strengths? It is just a question of 
which is the better method of doing the job. 
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General Sreman. Economy, safety, and time, sir. 

Mr. Van Kuren. Mr. Chairman, this is the standard method we are 
proposing to put in. It is the newest part of our installations. 

Senator Stennis. I will mark it ‘‘disapproved’’ as of now until it is 
further proved. 

General Sreman. The next item is the Letterkenny Ordnance 
Depot, a line item, special weapons support facility, $454,000. 

That is page 31, sir. 

Senator Stennis. If you will mention your page, it will help us. 


SPECIAL WEAPONS SUPPORT FACILITIES 


General Szeman. It has a classified support on page 4 of the 
classified book. As you may infer from the title, “Special Weapons 
Support Facility,” it is a part of the Ordnance Corps support of these 
special weapons, countrywide. They have a certain number of their 
installations which support this and this is for that purpose. 

Senator Stennis. Page 4? 

General Szeman. Page 4 of the classified book. 


REDSTONE ARSENAL 


The next station, Mr. Chairman, is Redstone Arsénal, page 32, 
which contains six line items. The first two line items are for im- 
proving their aviation facilities, extending the runway for $1,635,000, 
and second, to provide lighting to permit night and safe operations at 
the cost of $188,000. 

The third item for Redstone is detailed on page 35, which is the 


modification of a certain production line for casting and curing of 
rocket motor propellant. This is at an estimated cost of $1,143,000. 


CONVERSION OF BUILDING TO HOSPITAL 


The next item on page 36 is the conversion of building 112 to a 
hospital. This is estimated to cost $844,000. It is to provide an 
initial increment of 46 beds for the required hospital needs of this 
installation. They presently have a 35-bed hospital or infirmary of 
mobilization construction, which is inadequate in size, quality and 
location. 

Senator Stennis. The hospital is one we left out of the authoriza- 
tion bill and that will be considered if they give us new figures on it. 
As I remember, that was not so much out of line. What was it you 
said about a plan to put this hospital on a 50-bed basis with a possible 
expansion to 100 beds? 

General Szeman. This does not fit into that picture. This is a 
permanent building that was there from the World War II installation. 
When the ballistics missile people went in there, they converted a 
portion of this building into an administration facility. This is now 
putting it back into hospital space for which it was originally designed. 

Senator Stennis. Do you want to make a statement on the plan 
you have there of a 50-bed hospital on a 100-bed chassis? That runs 
the cost of it up. Ido not see how we are justified any further. We 
are reducing the number of armed service people every day. I do not 
eee wor you are justified in following such a pattern as that any 
urther. 
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General Szeman. The existing plan that the Army and the medical 
corps has is to build into a station where you can foresee a greater 
need in case of an emergency, the nucleus of facilities to serve without 
going overboard and building an entire hospital with all the wards and 
everything else. 

If there is a change in the overall look from a national policy as to 
what our mobilization is going to be, that, of course, changes that 
concept. 

Senator Stennis. I have already changed my concept on some of 
those things. We just cannot build everything everyone thinks of 
that might happen. 

General Seeman. That is true. 

Senator Stennis. That is why I want to take a look at it but I 
wanted you to have full chance to say with emphasis whatever you 
want to say in behalf of that thought. 

General Sznman. It is entirely possible to approach it and let us 
see just exactly what we need now, if the emergency comes and we 
have the time, we will adjust to it then. 

Senator Stennis. We will have a great deal of time or none. 


SERVICE MEDICAL REQUIREMENT 


General Speman. There is this, as Mr. Short emphasized this 
morning, that the medical requirement for the service is a little bit 
different than a civilian community. You just have 20 or 30 doctors’ 
offices, let us say, in a small town which do a certain amount of the 
outpatient work which you never refer to a hospital. 

But in a place like an Army post at a remote distance away, you 
just have to take care of the people who are there. 

Senator Stennis. That is right. I want you to have facilities to 
spare but it is just a question of how fine they are going to be and how 
expensive they are going to be and how wide the halls are going to be 
and so forth. 

All right, proceed. 


BACHELOR OFFICERS’ QUARTERS, REDSTONE 


General SEEMAN. The next item at Redstone, sir, is a BOQ at an 
estimated cost of $680,000. This is an increment of permanent 
quarters for bachelor officers of which they are very short at that 
station. 

UTILITIES SYSTEM AND ROADS 


The next item at Redstone is expansion of the utilities system 
involved in heating and electrical system and roads to a total cost 
of $897,000. 

Senator Srennis. What is that? It does not show roads here. 

General SzemMan. It shows 57,000 square yards of roads. 

Rie ad Stennis. Utilities, does that mean electrical generating 
plants! 

General SzmmMan. No, sir. This is essentially substations in the 
electrical distribution system. There is an additional boiler in the 
steamplant, sidewalks, curbs and roads. 

Senator Stennis. Boiler and steamplants. You do not generate 
your own electricity, do you? 
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Mr. Van Kuren. We do not generate electricity. That is just 
for central heating, sir. 

General Speman. That completes the Redstone items. 

Senator Stennis. You get your electricity at Redstone from 
TVA, do you not? 

Mr. Van Kuren. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. We have a bill in the Public Works Comn it ee. | 
testified on it. Some want to choke off TVA and not give us any 
money to put in facilities in order to supply you gentlemen with your 
power, including northern Mississippi. 7 

Mr. Van Kuren. This project includes increase in the substation 
capacity and distribution. 

Senator Stennis. When you expand your facilities you have to 
have the utilities to go with it? 

Mr. Van Kuren. Yes, sir. 

General Seeman. You remember, Redstone was an old chemical 
arsenal during World War I. It has completely changed its complex 
now. 

Senator Stennis. I know. You have a tremendous operation 
there. You have an.investment there of over $100 million. 

General Seeman. That is right. 

Senator Stennis. Authorization not yet in inventory $25 million, 
future estimated authorization $178 million. What do you include 
in that, General? 

MODERNIZATION OF FACILITIES 


General Seeman. That would require modernization of all of the 
facilities, sir, and building up to the complete scope of the installation 
commander’s master plan. As you know, that could be this year, 
next year or next generation. 

Senator Stennis. Still, it gives us an idea. I think these lines have 
a place. It keeps the picture before us. Go to the next one. 

General SzEMAN. The next station is Savannah Ordnance Depot, 
Mr. Chairman, shown on page 40. It has three line items. 


EXTENSION OF RUNWAYS 


Senator Stennis. May I ask one question about this Redstone 
Arsenal? I know it is an important matter down there, but why do 
you have to spend $1.6 million to extend runways? You do not have 
flying in and out of there do you? 

General Seeman. There is an awful lot of command and liaison 
type personnel, scientific and supervisory personnel that come in and 
out. Then, in addition, there is a good deal of this research, develop- 
ment and test activity of large-scale heavy duty aircraft that come 
in to transport the missiles at various places to various proving 
grounds for their necessary testing. 

Senator Stennis. What do you need it for, for the personnel or 
for the missiles? 

General Seeman. For both. 

Senator Stennis. How are you getting along without it now? 

Mr. Van Kuren. Mr. Chairman, as you will know, if I may use 
the JUPITER and REDSTONE missiles as an example, they are 
produced basically in the Detroit area. There is some technical work 
which must be done on them at Redstone. Those that are test-fired 
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normally go down to Florida. We fly those missiles between the 
point of production, the point of modification and installation of 
technical equipment, and wherever their final destination is. This 
is done in the interest of security for one thing, and for speed in 
getting a technical program moving. 

Senator Stennis. Could you not test them in Detroit? 

General SreMAN. Sir? 

Senator Stennis. Could you not make that test in Detroit and 
make one move from Detroit directly to Canaveral? 

General SreMANn. No, sir. For instance, we do not have nor could 
we put in the Detroit facility the static test stands and the heavy 
test equipment that we have at Redstone. Nor do we have in the 
Detroit area the laboratory and laboratory technicians. This is really 
the brain center of the ordnance missile program at Redstone. 

Senator Stennis. J know it is. I am not that elementary on this, 
but I just do not see how you are getting along without it. It seems 
to me if it is that important, you should have had it for years because 
this is one of the original programs there. 


EXTERMINATION OF FLYING HAZARD 


General Seeman. Sir, we are flying these heavy aircraft in and out 
of Redstone now. It is a dangerous operation. Really, what we are 
proposing to do is to correct a hazardous condition. This flying has 
been going on with heavy aircraft since the big ballistic missile program 
started but it has been hazardous and must be done in the daytime 


now because we do not have the night flying facilities and control 
facilities. 


Senator Stennis. It seems to me you should have been in for it 
before now. 

General Speman. Yes, sir. The only reason it has not is because 
we had other urgent technical things that we needed ahead of it. 

Senator Stennis. Thank you very much. You have helped the 
record on that. 

General, what will you take next? 


SAVANNAH ORDNANCE DEPOT 


General Seeman. The next station is the Savannah Ordnance 
Depot, sir, shown on page 40. The first line item is a special weapon 
support facility of the same nature that we mentioned before. It has 
a classified backup sheet on page 5 of the classified book. The 
estimated amount for that is $1,160 million. 

The next item at Savannah is our four ammunition transfer plat- 
forms and facilities at an estimated cost of $351,000. That, Mr. 
Chairman, is another item of previous fiscal year authority. It is 
ammunition transfer platforms to be used in shipping and receiving 
ammunition. 

Senator Stennis. On page 40, the way you are running these prior 
authorizations, you put 60 authorizations down without any designa- 
tions and then drop down below there and that is the way you follow 
the pattern all the way through. 

General Seeman. That is right. 

Senator Stennis. All right. Is there anything special you want to 
say about Savannah? 
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General Szeman. No, sir. There are two items, the ammunition 
transfer platforms and the next one, roads and hard stands, both 
authorized in prior fiscal years. 


SIOUX ORDNANCE DEPOT, NEBR. 


The next item is the Sioux Ordnance Depot in Nebraska, indicated 
on pages 42 and 43. It is prior fiscal years’ authorizations for am- 
munition, burning and demolition ground estimated to cost $237,000, 


WHITE SANDS MISSILE RANGE 


The next station is the White Sands Missile Range on page 44. 
It has three line items, all of prior fiscal years’ authorization. A 
chapel at $437,000, a BOQ at $542,000 and a dental clinic at $280,000. 

As you know, White Sands is a rather remote station, 27 miles away 
from the nearest town of Las Cruces and 35 miles more from E] Paso, 
It is a critical national missile range of all of the services. These are 
support facilities for that station. 

Senate Stennis. Did you say for all of the services? 

General SreMan. Yes, sir, there are Navy and Air Force representa- 
tives there as well as the civilian contractor. 

Senator Stennis. Do they carry on some of their work there, the 
Navy and the Air Force? 

General Seeman. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Any appreciable amount? 

General Sreman. Yes, sir, it is an entirely integrated facility. 

Senator Stennis. You know, we are building one out on the Pacific 
coast now, the Pacific Missile Range they call it. I thought maybe 
we would not have to build that and suggested to some of your Army 
generals you might be taken care of at White Sands but you said you 
could not. 

General Szeman. We are very limited in real estate. There are 
certain tests in the early stages where you like to recover your com- 
ponents and do autopsies that you can do only with maximum effi- 
ciency over land. 

Senator Stennis. I thought it was a strange coincidence, General, 
that we had three big missile ranges, one with the Air Force, one with 
Army and one with Navy. Did that just happen or was it planned 
that way? 

General Sreman. I think your msight into that would be much 
deeper than mine, sir. 

Senator Stennis. We looked into it and they said you could not 
do it out there, a lot of it on the Pacific Missile Range and White Sands. 
I thought you could build this one up. 

General Srpman. No, sir. They are limited in range some 100, 
120 miles. 


EXPANSION OF PROGRAM AT WHITE SANDS 


Senator Stennis. I see here $85 million worth of estimated future 
authorization. I was going to ask, are there any plans for any sub- 
stantial expansion of the program at White Sands? 

General Sreman. As you know, there are certain elements of the 
ZEUS program, early steps of R. & D. There is construction in 
that. It does not show up in our MCA, but they do have a master 
plan just like all of our other installations. 
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Senator Stennis. It does not show up this year. 

General Semman. That is correct. It shows up in the R. & D. 
appropriation and not in the MCA appropriation. 

Senator Stennis. Is that expected to be out there? 

General Sreman. Some of it, the early items to support the research 
and development of the ZEUS are in the planning and construction 
stage now. 

Senator Stennis. I know, but you talk about the limited area you 
have there. 

General Sreman. No. They plan to go to longer range for their 
long-range testing, sir. Part of it in the Atlantic and part of it in the 
Pacific. 

Senator Stennis. I was going to say there was something out in the 
Pacific as remember. It may be classified. I do not know. 

The research and development then, for NIKE-ZEUS is con- 
templated at White Sands? 

General Sreman. The first increment is contemplated at White 
Sands, the first complete integrated radar missile and everything, to 
see how well they fit together. There is a complex to be put in there for 
that initial stage. 

NIKE-ZEUS PROGRAM 


Senator Stennis. General, as you understand it, the NIKE-ZEUS 
is entirely a separate concept and different weapon from NIKE- 
HERCULES, is it not? 

General Seeman. Operationally is is a different configuration. 
Research and developmentwise it builds on the first two generations. 


Senator Stennis. Operational is what I mean. 

General Sreman. Its ranges and operating characteristics will be 
different. 

Senator Stennis. Designed for a different purpose? 

General Sreman. It is a third generation experience item. 

Senator Stennis. All right. So this additional matter here is an 
incidental facility you might say, and in no way launching into a new 
program at White Sands. 

General Szeman. That is correct. They were authorized in prior 
years and would have been funded had we had funds. 


CHAPEL AT WHITE SANDS 


Senator Stennis. What kind of chapel do you have out there? 

Mr. Van Kuren. The chapel there now is a small World War II 
mobilization type chapel which was picked up in sections and moved 
to White Sands in the late forties. It has passed its serviceable life 
and it is much too small. 

Senator Stennis. My observation is that too many times that is the 
last thing built rather than the first. I know when our forefathers 
came over here it was the first thing they built. Now it has become 
the last thing to build. 

General Srmman. The small chapel in there has served us well, sir, 
but we have outgrown it and it is no longer in good condition. 

Senator Srennis. Are you going to give this high priority if all of 
of these projects are approved, but you do not have enough money to 
build the chapel? 
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General Szeman. Its priority this year is No. 357 on our list, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Do we have authority to change that priority 
list in the committee? I am going to put some of those chapels 
higher than the 357th figure, if I can. 

Make a note of that, Mr. Clerk, not only this chapel but other 
chapels. We are going to put them high up on the priority list. 

What is the next item, General? 

General Sznman. That completes the Ordnance Corps, sir. Our 
next one is the Quartermaster. 


COLUMBUS GENERAL DEPOT 


The first is Columbus General Depot on page 49. There are two 
line items, sir, both of which were covered in detail in our authoriza- 
tion hearing, a central heating plant and a heat distributing system 
totaling $2,783,000. 

Senator Stennis. You say general depot? That means storage of 
all kind, is that right? 

General Seeman. Yes, sir, this is general depot with each of the 
technical services having a section there, one of the hard core depots. 


CENTRAL HEATING PLANT 


Senator Stennis. The central heating plant and heat distribution 
system, is $2.7 million? Do you have any showing on what savings 
there will be or what increase will be in efficiency. 

General Seeman. Yes, sir. You may recall that there are now at 
present some 21 scattered heating plants around there to heat those 


storage facilities that must be _ above freezing. They estimated 


that they could save approximately 70 personnel, operating personnel, 
and approximately $275,000 a year by putting in this modern central 
system. 

Senator Srennis. Are the 70 personnel employed, civilians? 

General SzeEMAN. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Mr. Clerk, you make a special memorandum. 
In a matter like this in conference if we have a ready reference we can 
turn to and get a quick reference to at the time, that will be fine. 

The next item, General? 

FORT LEE 


General Szeman. The next item is at Fort Lee, page 53. There 
are three line items at'Fort Lee. The first is a trainfire range to meet 
their training requirements, $181,000. 

The second item is an enlisted women’s barracks for $233,000. A 
third item is one authorized in prior years, sir, a BOQ for female 
officers, estimated to cost $311,000. 


TRAINFIRE RANGE 


Senator Stennis. General, give us a good, strong general ex- 
planation of the trainfire ranges. Is it for a new process? 

General Sreman. It is rather new. About the last 2 or 3 years 
the training branch of the Army has developed these improved fa- 
cilities for more realism in their battle training, more automatic 
operation of their targets to reduce the number of personnel required 
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to put targets up and down and prepare the ranges, and generally to 
irprove the training. 

They are called trainfire I, II, III, in advancing stages. As the 
man becomes proficient in his weapon at certain known distances, 
then he goes to battlefield realism of popup targets and training of 
his small squadron platoon over certain areas, which has improved 
the training a great deal and in this individual firing area. 

In general, you see them scattered throughout our training bases; 
this Fort Lee happens to be the training base of the Quartermaster 
Corps, one our technical services, where their school is centered. 

Senator Srennis. You think it is a better system of training that 
the soldiers should have? 

General SeEMAN. Yes, sir. It is much improved, much more 
realistic, much more modern. 

Senator Stennis. You talk about operating targets. That is done 
by the men, is it not, while one group is firing another moves the 
targets around? Or is that automatic now? . 

General Sreman. That was the old system where it did require a 
lot of manpower. Now, they have it so that reduces the manpower 
requirerrent, sitting in the pits, as you say, much less than previously. 
It is rerrote control rather than manual. 

Senator Srennis. The next item? 


ARMY CHEMICAL CENTER, EDGEWOOD, N.J. 


General Sreman. The next station is for the Chemical Corps, 
sir, on page 59, the Army Chemical Center at Edgewood. There 
are four line items there. All of these, sir, are prior fscal year author- 
ation. Those four line iters are one of the barracks complexes 
that we were discussing up under Aberdeen. It is two barracks, a 
battalion mess building, a battalion administration and supply build- 
ing and a heat plant at a total cost of $2,104,000. 

This is an enlisted men’s living, heating and administration com- 
plex. The barracks are to replace sore old tile buildings that were 
built in World War I. They are inadequate for maintenance and 
further rehabilitation. They will be demolished when these modern 
buildings are built. 

Senator Stennis. You build a separate building, I notice, for the 
barracks and another one for the messhall building and then another 
one for administration. 

General Seeman. That is right, sir. 

You may recall several years ago the Army had one standard where 
we built the mess and the other buildings together. The Air Force 
built the mess separately. They believed more in consolidated mess. 
To get more uniformity and to have a yardstick which would be 
comparable across the board we have all, under the Department of 
Defense, adopted this same standard now. 

Senator Stennis. Battalion units? 

General Seeman. Battalion mess. 

Senator Stennis. I remember something about that. I did not 
know how it was settled. 

It is hard for me to see why you have to spend a quarter of a million 
ae for an administration building and supply building for one 

attalion. 
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General SzmMan. There are four or five companies and each com- 
pany in one building has its company administration and its little 
supply room to take care of its own soap, towels, laundry, and various 
living and menial details that an organization has. 

Senator Stennis. The next item? 


FORT DETRICK 


General Seeman. The next station here is Fort Detrick on page 64, 
There are four line items there. The first line item is an animal 
breeding building, four buildings, at a total cost of $270,000. The 
next line item is one of prior authorization, an enlisted man’s barracks, 
mess, and administration for $742,000. 

The next two line items were authorized in a previous fiscal year, 
four warehouses and an extension to parking areas at $293,000 and 
$132,000, respectively. 

Fort Detrick, as you know, is a research and development station 
a the Chemical Corps dealing with chemical, biological, and radiologi- 
cal war. 

Senator Stennis. General, back on page 64, line item No. 138, 
enlisted men’s barracks with mess and administration 

General SerMAN. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. That is a case where you put it all under one 
roof, if I understand correctly. 

General Seeman. That is correct. It is a prior year’s authorization 
arid at that time and for this particular research and development 
station this building (263-man) was adaptable to the design that 
existed and all the station could justify. 

Senator Stennis. It is only 263 men but you are getting a building 
for that many for $742,000 where the other system, even though it is 
for 326 men, is costing you $1.6, $1.8, $1.9 million. 

General Speman. Right, sir. 

Senator Stennis. I am sure there must be a better setup in some 
way for it to cost 2% times as much. 

General Seeman. The limitation on enlisted men’s barracks is 
$1,850 per man. So with regard to the basic space they are all uni- 
formly measured. There may be some difference in the support, in 
the foundation and in the supporting items. 

As you may note on page 66, there is site preparation, your side- 
walks, curbs, and paving necessary to make the building usable and 
may vary from station to station and location to location. 

Senator Stennis. Yes, but that is such a tremendous variance. It 
is. the very thought I had when looking at these three buildings sepa- 
rately, it seemed like you could combine these buildings. You turn 
over here a few pages and you have combined them. Those have 
three facility functions combined. It seems to me like there is a great 
saving in money. 

Colonel Mutu. This is not a tactical type organization such as we 
have at the Army Chemical Center. The area at Detrick is very 
small and the troops ¢an be administered and taken care of just as 
well in this type of building. 

Senator Stennis. Will you speak a little louder? 

Colonel Mutu. This is because the troops can be taken care of 
adequately in a single building. Where we have tactical type organ- 
ization we spread it out in several buildings. It is a standard design. 
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Senator Stennis. Is this part of your necessary expansion program 
out there? 
TELEPHONE EXCHANGE BUILDING 


General Sreman. It is necessary to support their existing testing 
programs in the chemical warfare area. For example, the communi- 
cations building is required to provide adequate accomodation for an 
automatic dial telephone exchange to handle their present require- 
ments. They have an existing facility in the wing at post head- 
quarters. It is just inadequate. 

. nenater Srennis. You mean that is for the telephone system on the 
ase? 

General Seeman. On the base. They have inadequate facilities 
there to communicate around the station. 

Senator Stennis. You say communications building. Just what is 
it? A telephone exchange building where you are going to put ina 
dial system? 

General Szeman. That is correct. The operational requirements 
of the station have been expanding and they have Navy and Air Force 
requirements that cannot be met. The Signal Corps is acquiring the 
equipment and their needs are so great that they have people on a 
priority system to get them proper telephone communication. It isa 
station which is 80 or 85 miles away from Salt Lake City. It is out 
in a remote area. 

Senator Stennis. You mean they cannot get telephones in the resi- 
dences for lack of facilities? 

General Seeman. That is correct, they cannot meet their present 
requirements. 

Senator Stennis. All right. The next item. 

General SremMan. The next item is the photo-optometric instru- 
mentation laboratory. 

Senator Stennis. Take the Signal Corps. 


FORT HUACHUCA 


General Sreman. The next is the Signal Corps at Fort Huachuca. 
Fort Huachuca is an R. & D. station of the Army in the field of elec- 
tronic warfare, battlefield surveillance, meteorology and aviation. 
There are about 22 line items at this station, Mr. Chairman. The 
first one is a train fire range for the necessary training of the troops 
there, $263,000. The next item is a hard stand for their Army avia- 
tion at $143,000. 


GROUND TELEMETRY STATION 


The next item is a ground telemetry station for $63,000. 

Senator Stennis. You are putting in modern equipment out there, 
are you not? 

General Seeman. Yes, sir. Mr.Short brought out the importance 
of battlefield surveillance, target acquisition, and rapid communica- 
tion. This is a highly critical area, both for intelligence, battlefield 
control, and target acquisition and all those elements. 

This station at Huachuca was selected because of its relatively 
atmospheric-interference-free qualities, in a remote area. It was an 
old Army station which was built up to division size during World War 
II. We had some building assets there but it is a rather remote sta- 
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authorized in prior years. L ally ; 
simulated trainers where they can actually train their pilots without 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION APPROPRIATIONS, 1960 


97 


tion and construction costs are high, but it is vitally necessary in this 
modern day. 





Senator STENNIS. I would like to know a little more about it. You 
have a new battle concept, do you not, and this is part of it with all of 
the little planes and all the tactical missiles. Is that where their needs 
come in? 


TESTING DRONE AIRCRAFT 








General Srnman. Yes, sir. They are testing drone aircraft out 
there that will fly, controlled, over the battlefield and will send back 
television and other data to be recorded at the station. They also have 
a range where they simulate the Pentomic Division as it moves, 
leapfrog from one place to another, where they test out their battle- 
field radio and other equipment. 

Right now they are using tents and quonsets and trucks and going 
back and forth each day and using a lot of valuable time and equip- 
ment and there is a lot of lost motion. This is just trying to make 
them do their job a little bit better. 

There are a large number at this station of prior fiscal year author- 
ized items as you may note on page 76. 

Senator Stennis. As I have understood, this is a new mission for 
this location and you have to have all of these modern things. 

General SeeMAN. That is correct. It is part of their present 
program workload. 

Senator Stennis. Two hundred family quarters, this item here on 
page 76, ‘“Capehart.’’ You just list this as an item. There is no 
money involved, in that. 

General SreEMAN. Yes, sir. We are required to come before the 
Congress for the matter, but it is using mortgage money. 

Senator Stennis. The next item. 


FACILITIES AT FORT BELVOIR 


General Sreman. The next station is in the Corps of Engineers, 

ir. There are six line items 
there. The first two involve facilities at the airfield, one involving 
extension of the runway and the second item involving a fence and 


perimeter road at $156,000 and $159,000 respectively. 


The third item is modification of building No. 318 at an estimated 
cost of $137,000. This building is required in the Engineer research 


development and laboratory area for the survey and geodesy map 
branches of the topographic engineering department. This is just a 
modification of that building to accomodate that function. 


Senator Stennis. You are a little ahead of me, General. I was 


looking at some of these items here. Page 105, Ft. Belvoir, you had 
covered that, had you not? 


General Szeman. Yes, sir, I was just mentioning the individual 
line items, sir. 


FLIGHT TRAINING BUILDING 


Senator Stennis. Flight training building, that is a small item but 


what is that? What kind of flying do you have down there? 


General SkEEMAN. That is the flight training building at the airfield, 
That is where they will put in their 
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actually operating the aircraft, where they simulate all the controls 
on the ground without actual flight cost. 

If I were to mention a proprietary article, I would say it was the 
Link tra:ning building. 

Senator Stennis. All right, the next item. 


COLD REGIONS ENGINEERING LABORATORY 


General Seeman. The next station, Mr. Chairman, is the Cold 
Regions Engineering Laboratory on page 115. This was authorized 
in a prior fiscal year. It is a laboratory building to support the re- 
search and development program of the Army Engineers at an esti- 
mated cost of $3,624,000. As you know, this consolidates the various 
functions, some of which we had now on the outside of Boston, another 
at Evanston, Ill. 

The brings them together and places them in the vicinity of Dart- 
mouth. 

Senator Stennis. This is a new start altogether on this installation? 

General Sreman. It is a new start for construction. It was author- 
ized in prior fiscal years and has its design essentially complete, sir, 
under our advance planning authority. 

Senator Stennis. Yes, but you have not built anything yet. 

General Seeman. No, sir, there is no building yet. Funds have not 
been approved for construction. 

Senator Stennis. That is what I call a new start, go out where there 
is not a.single building and put up a building. That is a new start. 

General Seeman. That is right. 

; “aleeed Stennis. This is for traning for cold weather, snow, and 
ice 

General Seeman. This is essentially for research and development, 
to pull together the existing scientific and technological research and 
the examination of arctic regions, the type of construction that can 
be done there, the mapping and geological research that is involved. 

Senator Stennis. You have a main laboratory building, 3.6. What 
supporting facilities are there? 

General Sreman. There are none. 

Senator Stennis. What else do you ask for? 

General SremMan. This is the complete project, sir. This will be in 
the vicinity of the campus of Dartmouth, N.H. 

Senator Stennis. I see. That is fine. There will be no housing, 
no messhalls, no barracks? 

General Szeman. No, this is a unit in itself. 

Senator Stennis. This is it? 

General Seeman. This is it, sir. 

Senator Stennis. All right, the next item. 

General Semman. That completes the Corps of Engineers. 


FORT EUSTIS, VA. 


The next. item is the Transportation Corps station at Ft. Eustis, 
Va., page 119, Mr. Chairman. There are three line items, one, 4 
Capehart project for 223 family quarters; two, a hospital estimated 
at $4,866,000 and the third item, a prior year authorization item, 
a headquarters building for the Transportation Corps training com- 
mand, estimated to cost $799,000. 
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The hospital, Mr. Chairman, is one of those that you mentioned 
under our planning criteria of 150 beds on a 300-bed chassis. 

Senator Stennis. This is your transportation school, is that right? 

General Sreman. Yes, sir. General Lincoln from Transportation 
Corps Headquarters is here to elaborate to any extent you desire. 

General Lincotn. The command is more than the school, sir. That 
is a part of the Transportation Command. We have most of the 
active Army units of the Transportation Corps stationed there for 
training. They are also in large part, members of the Strategic 
Army Force. 

In addition to that, we have our Transportation Research and 
Engineering Command and the Transportation School which is a 
part of the Training Command portion. 

Senator Stennis. Do you have any planned expansion program 
there? 

General Lincotn. As to population, no, sir. There is considera- 
ble construction under the master plan yet to be completed, of a 
permanent type, but the installation is pretty well established and 
construction completed of the training facilities, the listed housing, 
and many of the community buildings. 

Senator Stennis. You will need replacements more than origi- 
nal use? 

General Lincoun. Yes, sir. There is still some construction to 
be replaced. 


CIVILIANS EMPLOYED 


Senator Stennis. I notice you_have a rather large number of 
civilians empl>yed there, 2,727. What are their primary functions, 


General? 

General Lincotn. Again, they are divided into those three fields, 
the Research and Engineering Command has a rather large skilled 
civilian employee list. These are engineers, scientists, people of that 
type. The Transportation School faculty includes some instructors 
in the field of traffic management, civilian activities of that sort as 
well as the relatively large secretarial help you do have to have in a 
school, training aids production, and things of that sort. The 
Training Command itself includes, as all large stations do, the installa- 
tion activity of the Corps of Engineers, Quartermaster, Signal, 
Ordnance, and Fort Eustis also has a field maintenance shop which 
provides support not only to Fort Eustis but to certain satellited 
activities such as the NIKE sites, various other military installations 
in the area. 

Those field maintenance shops are basically manned by civilian 
employees. 

Senator Stennis. But you are not expecting any substantial 
increase in personnel? 

General Lincoun. No, sir. 

Senator Stennis. I notice you have 8,312 acres of land. That is 
some 12 square miles. 

General Lincoun. Yes, sir. Among other things they operate 
some 35 plus miles of railroad for military railway operating and 
maintenance training. We have a terminal there where the terminal 
service and waterport activities are conducted. 
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We have an airport. The Transportation Corps operates all the 
helicopter units and is responsible for maintenance of all Army aircraft, 
All of those things, as you appreciate, take square footage. 

Senator Stennis. Yes. I thank you. You have made a very clear 
estimation of that. 

LAND AT FORT BELVOIR 


Senator Stennis. General, will you turn back to Fort Belvoir a 
minute? I want to look at that amount of land. Two or three years 
ago I got lost down there, just drove and drove. I thought I was off 
the reservation. That is 9,263 acres. How can you use that much 
land? You have 8,000 enlisted men, 1,200 officers. How do you use 
that much land? That is about 15 square miles. 

General Sreman. Yes, sir. For the engineers it is very similar to 
Fort Eustis that was described for the Transporation Corps by General 
Lincoln. It has the Engineering Research Laboratories there. It 
was the World War II training station equivalent to over a division in 
size. It has the engineering lab, sir, and proving grounds. 

The engineers are responsible for mine detectors, battlefield clear- 
ance and mining which: takes a little bit of space, plus their engineering 
school for their officers, Reserve officers, refresher course, and their 
advance engineering training corps. 

It also has the Command Management School for the entire Army 
stationed there. 

Senator Stennis. You have many facilities but I drove miles and 
miles and there was no sign of anything being used. I thought I was 
already off the reservation. 

General Szeman. They use it for the training of their troops, their 


tactical areas. They have engineers training and building roads and 
airfields. They have their enlisted specialist schools to train enlisted 
men on operation of graders and road machinery, sand and gravel 
plants, various things like that. 

Senator Stennis. AJl right. The next item, General. 


FITZSIMONS ARMY HOSPITAL 


General Sreman. The next one of technical services and final one, 
Mr. Chairman, is the Medical Corps, Fitzsimons Army Hospital, 
age 125. There are four line items. A modification on the main 
hospital building to provide a recovery ward at $110,000 and an in- 
cinerator at $78,000. 

Then, two items of prior fiscal year authorization and an enlisted 
men’s barracks at $678,000 and an administration and supply build- 
ing for two companies at $132,000. 

binntor Srennis. Is there anything special you want to say about 
that? 

General Seeman. There is nothing special. They are highly justi- 
fied items. The incinerator, various studies have been made as to 
whether there might be some civilian or commercial enterprise. It 
has been clearly proven that it is much more economical to build that 
and operate it right there. 
woe Stennis. Your enlisted men’s barracks there on line item 

o. 20. 

General Seeman: Yes, sir. 
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Senator Stennis. How many men is that taking care of? 

General Szeman. This is a 326-man capacity barracks without the 
mess. The mess will be provided in their existing facilities. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

General Seeman. That caeniked the technical services, sir. With 

your ore Tea would you prefer to hear General McGowan and 
General Palladino on Reserve forces at this time or proceed through 
the remainder of our list? 

Senator Stennis. It looks to me like you are going to come back. 

General Seeman. Yes, sir. 

Senator STENNIS. Since they were alerted if it is all right with you 
we will hear the National Guard and the Reserve people. 

General Sreman. Whatever you desire. 

Senator Srennis. I do not prefer them to you, but I thought that 
maybe we could finish with them due to the fact that you are going to 
have to come back. I do not think we will have any hearings to- 
morrow, gentlemen. I am tied up on some other matters Monday 
and Tuesday. 

General Seeman. I believe for the convenience of the largest num- 
ber, if you could arrange, it, it would be wise 

Senator Stennis. You and your group—this is one of your primary 
functions right now, is it not? 

General Seeman. Yes, sir; we are on tap. 

Senator Srennis. Thank you. I do not know how much time it 
may take here, General McGowan, and General Palladino. I am 
pretty much of the old school. You just have to keep rowing the 
boat. If you will come over, gentlemen, we will ask General Seeman 
and his group to vacate the table temporarily. We will take the 
Army National Guard and the Army Reserve. 

Anyone who wishes to remain, may do so, but please be quiet. If 
you have to confer, go out in the hallway. You gentlemen that are 
going to testify, please take your seats as soon as you can, please. 

You gentlemen who are going to testify on the Reserve matters, 
if you will stand and be sworn, please. Do you have others that 
are going to testify on this? 

Do you and each of you solemnly swear that the testimony you are 
about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth, so help you God? 

General McGowan. I do. 


Army NationaL GUARD 


STATEMENT OF MAJ. GEN. D. W. McGOWAN, CHIEF, ARMY DI- 
VISION, NATIONAL GUARD BUREAU 


PREPARED STATEMENT 


Senator Stennis. General, it is nice to have you back before us 
again, and General Palladino, we always have a good welcome for you. 
We have already talked about these programs this year. I want you 
to _— a full presentation here now and you take all the time you 
need. 
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I notice each one of you has a statement. Do you wish to put your 


statement in the record and then point out the highlights of jt? 
Will that be all right? 


General McGowan. Yes, sir. 
(The statement referred to follows:) 


Mr. Chairman, gentlemen, I welcome the opportunity to appear before you 
LA peeha the Army National Guard construction program, the progress to d: ate, 
urrent requirements for funds to accomplish the proposed armory and non- 
poses projects in the President’s budget for fiscal year 1960, and also an esti- 
mate of the cost to complete the long-range armory program. I will first discuss 
the armory requirement. I have several charts to illustrate our armory 
construction program. : 
CHART NO. 1—GROWTH 


This chart shows by the red bars the number of units and strength in the 
Army National Guard at the time of mobilization for World War II. The blue 
bars show the peak units and attained strength by the guard in 1957. The 
green bars show the number of units and the strength when the reorganization 
to the pentomic concept is completed after June 1959. The bars on the left 
reflect the increase in units from 3,000 in 1939 to 5,500 in March 1957, and 
reduced by the change from the triangular to the pentomic-type organization to 
over 4,300 units after June 30, 1959. Shown on the right, the strength rose 
from 200,000 in 1939 to a high of 434,000 in March 1957 and then to the 400,000 
congressionally established minimum strength on June 30, 1959. The growth 
in units and personnel shown on this chart was the factor which necessitated the 
federally supported Army National Guard construction program. 


CHART NO. 2—ARMORY CONSTRUCTION REQUIREMENT 


Chart No. 2 shows the results of a recent study made by the National Guard 
Bureau to determine the requirement for armory construction after reorganiza- 
tion of the Army National Guard is completed. This study is based on facilities 
and stationing plans which have been submitted by 46 of the States and 
Territories plus an estimate on the remaining 6 States. 

The requirements shown on this chart differ from those given in previous 
presentations before the committees of both the Senate and House. These fig- 
ures, however, reflect our up-to-date estimate for armory construction as it will 

exist after the reorganization is completed. There may be minor revisions 
required when the stationing plans for the remaining six States are approved. 
his study indicates that the total requirement to adequately house 4,300 
units after reorganization will be 2,794 armory facilities as shown in blue. Against 
this total, it is estimated that 649 of the State-owned armories will continue to 
be adequate, 1,071 armories have been constructed or are under construction in 
fiscal year 1959 under the provisions of Public Law 783 and for the purpose of 
this study are all considered adequate. This, then, leaves a remaining require- 
ment for 1,074 armory facilities either to be constructed as new units or expanded 
to adequately house the reorganized Army National Guard. 


CHART NO. 3—-ARMY NATIONAL GUARD ARMORY PROJECTS 


This chart shows a further breakout of the projects included in the total 
armory requirement of 1,074 facilities shown in green and blue. Approximately 
693 of these projects shown in blue will require new construction with the remain- 
ing 381 shown in green being expansion, conversion, or rehabilitation of existing 
facilities. The bar on the right shows the proposed construction program for 
fiscal year 1960 will include a total of 87 armory facilities which includes 79 
new armories and 8 expansions, conversions, or rehabilitations. These are 
indicated on the hachured portion of the chart. 


CHART NO. 4—ARMORY CONSTRUCTION OBLIGATIONS 


In the years 1952 through fiscal year 1959, the Congress has provided $124 
million of appropriations for armory construction which have been obligated as 
shown on this chart. 
The blue bars show the obligations beginning with $6 million in fiscal year 
1953 and rising to a peak of $26.7 million in fiscal year 1957. Funding restric- 
tions reduced the fiscal year 1958 obligations to $13.1 million. The fiscal 1959 
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and fiscal 1960 bars reflect a continuation of the restricted fiscal year 1958 
rogram. 
CHART NO. 5—AUTHORIZED ARMORY PROJECTS 


This chart shows the backlog of authorized armory projects. The blue bar 
on the left shows the 130 projects remaining of those authorized by the 85th Con- 
gress in Public Law 685 at a total of $20 million. The red bar on the right shows 
armory projects totaling $7.7 million approved by the House of Representatives 
in the current session in H.R. 5674. The hachured portion at the top of the blue 
bar shows the 41 projects from Public Law 685 and on the top of the red bar the 
46 projects from H.R. 5674 plus one special item for projects under $50,000 which, 
together, make up the $13.9 million fiscal year 1960 armory construction funding 
plan for the Army National Guard. The remaining 91 authorized projects shown 
in solid blue and red ($12.5 million) are not programed for fiscal year 1960 and will 
be carried forward until funds for construction are provided in future fiscal years. 

Chart No. 6 shows the nonarmory program as currently authorized. The blue 
bar on the left shows 17 nonarmory projects authorized by the 85th Congress in 
Public Law 685. The red bar on the right shows the five nonarmory projects in 
H.R. 5674. The hachured blue portion at the top of the blue bar shows 2 non- 
armory projects from Public Law 685 with all five of the projects from the red 
bar, H.R. 5674, which make up the $1.1 million fiscal year 1960 nonarmory con- 
struction funding plan for the Army National Guard. The remaining 15 non- 
armory projects shown on the blue bar from Public Law 685 are not programed 
and will be carried forward until funds for construction are provided in future 
fiscal years. 

Since the fiscal year 1960 program was submitted, several projects were released 
to the States for construction in fiscal year 1959. The funds to support these 
projects were derived from two sources; first, savings accrued from projects al- 
ready placed under contract, and second, from a limited number of projects 
upon which the States could not proceed as scheduled. Therefore, several projects 
have been deleted from the justification data books and additional forms have 
been inserted for seven additional armory projects which the National Guard 
Bureau proposes to include in the fiscal year 1960 program. Six of these projects 
were authorized as line items in Public Law 85-685 and the remaining project 
at Ishpeming, Mich., was given emergency approval to replace-.a facility destroyed 
by fire. This action has been concurred in by the Department of the Army, 
Department of Defense, and the Bureau of the Budget. 

In addition to the items in the justification data books, the National Guard 
Bureau has requested program approval on one project at Salem, Oreg., which, 
when approved, will increase the size of the facility to a four-unit armory and 
increase the Federal cost to $321,000 which will bring the total to $13.9 million 
for armories in fiscal year 1960. 

This concludes my prepared testimony. I shall be glad to answer any quese 
tions the chairman or committee may have. 
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GENERAL STATEMENT 


Senator Stennis. You may proceed. 

General McGowan. This statement, sir, will take something less 
than 10 minutes with the charts. 

Senator Stennis. All right, you take your time. 

General McGowan. [ welcome the opportunity to appear before 
you to present the Army National Guard construction program, the 
progress to date and current requirements for funds to accomplish the 

roposed armory and nonarmory projects in the President’s budget 
or fiscal year 1960, and also an estimate of the cost to complete the 
long-range armory program. I will first discuss the armory require- 
ment. I have several charts to illustrate our armory construction 
program. 

CHART NO. 1-—-GROWTH 


This chart shows by the red bars the number of units and strength 
in the Army National Guard at the time of mobilization for World 
War II. The blue bars show the peak units and attained strength by 
the guard in 1957. The green bars show the number of units and the 
strength when the reorganization to the pentomic concept is com- 
sleked after June 1959. The bars on the left reflect the mcrease im 
units from 3,000 in 1939 to 5,500 in March 1957, and reduced by the 
change from the triangular to the pentomic type organization to over 
4,300 units after June 30, 1959. Shown on the right, the strength 
rose from 200,000 in 1939 to a high of 434,000 in March 1957, and then 
to the 400,000 congressionally established mininiuin strength on 
June 30,1959. The growth in units and personnel shown on this chart 
was the factor which necessitated the federally supported Army 
National Guard construction program. 


CHART NO. 2-——-ARMORY CONSTRUCTION REQUIREMENT 


Chart No. 2 shows the results of a recent study made by the Na- 
tional Guard Bureau to determine the requirement for armory con- 
struction after reorganization of the Army National Guard is com- 
piever. This study is based on facilities and stationing plans which 

ave been submitted by 46 of the States and Territories plus an esti- 
mate on the remaining 6 States. 

The requirements shown on this chart differ from those given in 
previous presentations before the committees of both the Senate and 
louse. These figures, however, reflect our up-to-date estimate for 
armory construction as it will exist after the reorganization is com- 
pleted. There may be minor revisions required when the stationing 
plans for the remaining six States are approved. 

This study indicates that the total requirement to adequately house 
4,300 units after reorganization will be 2,794 armory facilities as shown 
inblue. Against this total, it is estimated that 649 of the State-owned 
armories will continue to be adequate, 1,071 armories have been con- 
structed or are under construction in fiscal year 1959 under the pro- 
visions of Public Law 783 and for the purpose of this.study are all 
considered adequate. This, then, leaves a remaining requirement for 
1,074 armory facilities which are either to be constructed as new units 
or expanded to adequately house the reorganized Army National 


Guard. 
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CHART NO. 3--ARMY NATIONAL GUARD ARMORY PROJECTS 


This. chart shows a_ further breakout of the projects included in 
the total armory requirement of 1,074 facilities shown in green and 
blue. Approximately 693 of these projects shown in blue will re- 
quire new construction with the remaining 381 shown in green 
being expansion, conversion or rehabilitation of existing facilities. 
The bar on the right shows the proposed construction program for 
fiscal year 1960 will include a total of 87 armory facilities which 
includes 79 new armories and 8 expansions, conversions, or rehabili- 
tations. These are indicated on the hachured portion of the chart. 


CHART NO. 4——-ARMORY CONSTRUCTION OBLIGATIONS 


In the years 1952:through fiscal year 1959, the Congress has pro- 
vided $124 million of appropriations for armory construction which 
has been obligated as shown on this chart. 

The blue bars show the obligations beginning with $6 million in 
fiscal year 1953, and rising to a peak of $26.7 million in fiscal year 
1957. Funding restrictions reduced the fiscal year 1958 obligations 
to $13.1 million. The fiscal 1959 and fiscal 1960 bars reflect a 
continuation of the restricted fiscal year 1958 program. 


CHART NO. 5-~AUTHORIZED ARMORY PROJECTS 


This chart shows the backlog of authorized armory projects. The 
blue bar on the left shows the 130 projects remaining of those au- 
thorized by the 85th Congress in Public Law 685 at a total of $20 
million. The red bar on the right shows armory projects totaling 
$7.7 million appreved by the House of Representatives in the current 
session in HE. 5674. The hachured portion at the top of the blue 
bar shows the 41 projects from Public Law 685 and on the top of the 
red bar the 46 projects from H.R. 5674 plus one special item for 
proxerts under $50,000 which, together, make up the $13.9 million 

scal year 1960 armory construction funding plan for the Army 
National Guard. The remaining 91 authorized projects shown in 
solid blue and red ($12.5 million) are not programed for fiscal year 
1960 and will be carried forward until funds for construction are 
provided in future fiscal years. 

Senator Stennis. Let us go over that again. I can hardly read 
those figures from here, but your blue chart is your old authorization, 
is that right? > 

General McGowan. Yes, sir, in Public Law 685 of the 85th Con- 

ess. 
tani Srennis. What has happened to the 89? 

General McGowan. The 89 will remain to be built with funds that 
will be provided in future years. 

; maaeeer Stennis. Forty-one are already provided for by existing 
unds? : 

General McGowan. This year, in this funding program that is 
presented under the President’s budget. On the other hand, those 
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projects as authorized in H.R. 5674 will be largely constructed this 
year under that same program. 
” Senator Stennis. That is the 46? 
General McGowan. Yes, sir. 
Senator Stennis. Now, you are talking about items there. 
General McGowan. Yes, sir, the number of separate items. 
Senator Stennis. Items, and not dollars. 


TOTAL VALUE OF AUTHORIZATION 


General McGowan. Yes, sir. The total value of the whole 
authorization is shown there, $20 million of Public Law 685 of the 85th 
Congress and $7.7 million, Mr. Chairman, under H.R. 5674. 

Senator Stennis. That gives you $7.7 million authorized, existing 
authorization, plus the present bill. 

General McGowan. Yes, sir; newly authorized $7.7 million, plus 
$20 million from Public Law 85-685. 

Senator Stennis. You have only $11 million in money in this bill. 

General McGowan. That is right. This is just for armories. 
Later, we will touch on the nonarmories, which in dollars is much 
smaller than the armory program, of course. This is just armory 
construction. 

Senator STENNIS. $27.7 million is the amount that is authorized 
and approved, but still you only have $11 million in this bill. 

General McGowan. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. That means that if we should decide to build all 
those that are authorized it would take in Federal Money $16.7 
million extra. 

General McGowan. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. That $16.7 million extra, what is your informa- 
tion about the availability of local funds? 


STATE FUNDS FOR ARMORIES 


General McGowan. The States have provided more than ade- 
quately to match all the armory construction funds needed to com- 
plete the State programs. 

Senator Stennis. So far as State contributions are concerned, you 
have more available that you do authorization. 

General McGowan. That is correct, sir. 

Senator Stennis. All right, you may proceed now. You will 
pardon the interruption, but I wanted to get at it. Go ahead. 


NONARMORY PROGRAM 


General McGowan. Chart No. 6, shows the nonarmory program 
as currently authorized. The blue bar on the left shows 17 nonarmory 
projects authorized by the 85th Congress in Public Law 685. The 
red bar on the right shows the five nonarmory projects in H.R. 5674. 
The hachured blue poe at the top of the blue bar shows two 


nonarmory projects from Public Law 685 with all five of the projects 
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from the red bar, H.R. 5674, which together make up the $1.1 million 
fiscal year 60 nonarmory construction funding plan for the Army 
National Guard. The remaining 15 nonarmory projects ($2.4 
million) shown on the blue bar from Public Law 685 are not programed 
and will be carried forward until funds for construction are provided 
in future fiscal years. 

Senator Stennis. What is that item for, General? 

General McGowan. Construction at field training sites, for 
logistical installations such as a state maintenance shop or facilities 
for the U.S. property and fiscal officers, such as for his office or for 
his warehousing. 

Senator Stennis. You mean you just have $1.1 million in this bill 
in money? 

LOCATION OF PROJECTS 


General McGowan. Yes, sir. Those projects are a shop to main- 
tain heavy armory equipment at Camp Drum, N.Y., a shop hangar 
for Army aviation at Bismarck, N. Dak., a Federal maintenance shop 
for the State of Ttah, a property and fiscal officer warehouse at Burling- 
ton, Vt., and the office and warehouse for the property and fiscal 
officer of West Virginia, and an organization or battalion type main- 
tenance shop in Wisconsin. 


SUMMER TRAINING FACILITIES 


Senator Stennis. What about your money for these summer 
training facilities. You know we have talked about Camp Shelby. 

General McGowan. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. You do not have any money in the bill for items 
of that kind. 

General McGowan. We have no authorization for further con- 
struction such as you refer to at Camp Stewart and at Camp Shelby. 
We have no such further authorization. Buildings are now under 
construction at Camp Shelby and they are about to go under contract 
at Fort Stewart. 

Senator Stennis. Yes, but you have no backlog of authorization. 

General McGowan. No, sir. 

Since the fiscal year 1960 program was submitted, several projects 
were released to the States for construction in fiscal year 1959. The 
funds to support these projects were derived from two sources; first, 
savings accrued from projects already placed under contract, and 
second, from a limited number of projects upon which the States could 
not proceed as scheduled. Therefore, several projects have been 
deleted from the justification data books and additional forms have 
been inserted for seven armory projects which the National Guard 
Bureau proposed to include in the fiscal year 1960 program. 

Senator Stennis. Were these items all in one State? 

General McGowan. No, sir. There were six small projects in 
Kentucky, armory expansions; one armory in Alabama; one in 
Anchorage, Alaska; one in Idaho; one in Massachusetts; one in Texas; 
one in Wisconsin; end a small organization shop in New Jersey; all 
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of which were released for construction in fiscal 1959, through the 
savings which I mentioned and through funds made available to us 
when certain States indicated they could not construct their projects. 
We have added Juneau, Alaska; Little Rock, Ark.; Culver City, 
Calif.; Ishpeming, Mich.; Batesville, Miss.; Wahoo, Nebr.; Ocean 
Springs, Miss.; as items in lieu of the 13 deleted from the fiscal 1960 
program. 

Senator STENNIS. You just moved it up on your priority list. 

General McGowan. That is correct, sir. 

Six of these projects were authorized as line items in Public Law 
85-685 and the remaining project at Ishpeming, Mich., was given 
emergency approval to replace a facility destroyed by fire. This 
action has been concurred in by the Department of the Army, Depart- 
ment of Defense, and the Bureau of the Budget. 


DEVIATION FROM LIST SUPPLIED 


Senator Stennis. Pardon me, just a minute, General. I have 
asked this question many times. Has there been any deviation from 
the list supplied by the adjutants general of the respective States? 

General McGowan. No, sir. Within the States, we follow their 
priorities that they set up just so long as the projects, the strength 
of the unit at that location meets the requirement for construction. 
If the unit failed to meet the requirement to justify construction, we 
take the next one on that State’s list, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator STENNIS. Proceed. 


SALEM, OREG., PROJECT 


General McGowan. In addition to the items in the justification 
data books, the National Guard Bureau has requested program ap- 
proval on one project at Salem, Oreg., which, when approved, will 
increase the Federal cost to $321,000 which will bring the total to 
$13.9 million for armories in fiscal year 1960. 

This concludes my prepared testimony. I shall be glad to answer 
any questions the chairman or committee may have. 

Senator Stennis. I am surprised that you did not. have more 
money here for nonarmory construction. You have no more author- 
ization for nonarmory construction than the $1.1 million? 

General McGowan. We have $2.6 million more authorization, Mr. 
Chairman. We keep this in relation to armory construction in a 
minor role, so to speak. The crying need is for armories. We build 
a percentage of these nonarmory projects as we can. 

Senator Stennis. If you do have more money, you already have a 
list of priorities within the different States that you will use the 
money for on armory construction? 

General McGowan. Yes, sir; amounting to $12.5 million. 

a Stennis. Mr. Clerk, do you have any questions you want 
to ask? 

Mr. Rexroap. No, sir. 


42550—_59—_8 
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Miirary ConsTRUCTION ProGRAM, RESERVE 


Senator Stennis. I have here now a list “Military Construction 
Program, Reserve,” listed by States for the National Guard and the 
armory reserve, it is revised to May 28, 1959. I am sure both of 
you gentlemen are familiar with this. I do not know where the clerk 
got it. It is all put in together. I want to put it in the record, 
unless there is some reason why we should not. 

That was prepared at the request of the committee. 1 just thought 
it came through you gentlemen. : 

General Szeman. It appears to be integrated list prepared by the 
Department of Defense. I am sure it is authentic. 

Senator Stennis. Let that.be inserted in the record, Mr. Reporter, 
that list we now hand you at this point. 

(The information referred to follows:) 


Military construction program reserve components appropriations request fiscal 
year 1960 


(Revised May 28, 1959) 
Alabama: 
Army: 
National Guard: New Brockton_ 


Total 
Alaska: Army National Guard, Juneau. 


Arizona: Air Force Air Guard, Tucson 


Arkansas: 
Arm 


7 
National Guard: 
Little Rock. 


Subtotal 
Air Force Air Guard, Little Rock 
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Military construction program reserve componenis appropriations request fiscal 
year 1960—Continued 
California : 


Army: 
National Guard: 
Culver City 
Hollister 
San Rafael (Fairfax) 
Fontana 


Thousands 


Santa Cruz 
Vallejo. 


Subtotal 
Navy Reserve: 


San Diego 
San Rafael 


Subtotal 


Colorado : 
Army National Guard, Greeley. 
Air Force Air Guard, Denver. 


Connecticut : 


y: 
National Guard, New London. 
Reserve, Bridgeport-Fairfield. 


Subtotal. 
Navy Reserve, New Haven. 
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Military construction program reserve components appropriations request fisca) 
year 1960—Continued 
Florida : 


Army: Thousands 
National Guard, Gainesville 
Reserve, Panama City 


National Guard: 
Savannah 


Subtotal 
Navy, Reserve, Atlanta 


Air Force Air Guard: 
Honolulu 3, 222 


446 
283 


3. 951 


National Guard, Jerome. 
Reserve, Rexburg 


Subtotal 
Air Force Air Guard, Boise 


Bloomington 
Champaign 
Chicago Heights 
East St. Louis 
Evanston 
Fairfield 
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Military construction program reserve components appropriations request fiscal 
year 1960—Continued 
[llinois—Continued 
Navy Reserve: Thousands 
Champaign 


North Judson 
Scottsburg 
Waveland 
Mationsl- Guard, VeinerOite. <2 o65 5c se 
Subtotal 


Air Force: 
Air Guard: 
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Military construction program reserve components appropriations request fiscai 
year 1960—Continued 
Kansas: 
Army: Thousands 
Reserves, Manhattan 
National Guard, Colby 


Kentucky : 
Army: 
Reserve, Bardstown 
National Guard Middleboro 


Louisiana: 

Army Reserve: 
Hammond 
Lafayette 
New Orleans 


Navy Reserve: New Orleans 
Air Force Air Guard: New Orleans 


Army Reserve: 
Bridgton 
Dexter 


Maryland: 
Army: 
National Guard: Baltimore (Dundalk) 


Reserve: 
Cumberland 
Westminster. 


Massachusetts : 
Army National Guard: 
Whitman 
Agawam 
Boston (Hyde Park) 


Navy Reserve: South Weymouth 
Air Force Air Guard: Westfield 


Michigan: 
Army National Guard: 
Ishpeming 
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Military construction program reserve components appropriations request fiscal 
year 1960—Continued 
Michigan—Continued. 
Army Reserve: Thousands 
Ann Arbor 


Minnesota : 
Arm 


y: 
National Guard, St. Paul (west central) 


Reserve: 


Winthrop 
Worthington 


Mississippi: 
Army National Guard: 
Ocean Springs 
Batesville 


Missouri: 
Army: 
National Guard: 
Farmington 
Fredericktown 


Springfield 
Washington 
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Military construction program reserve components appropriations request fiscal 
year 1960—Continued 


Missouri—Continued Thousands 
Navy Reserve, St. Louis 
Air Force Reserve, Richards-Gebaur 


Montana, Army National Guard: 
Plentywood__ 


I tasted si bi iehbniactieminaniemmeormminranicaiias tales dials chico ab tei stint 
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Nebraska : 
Army National Guard: 


New Jersey : 
Army National Guard: 
Cape May Courthouse 
Riverdale. 
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Military construction program reserve components appropriations request fiscal 


year 1960—Continued 
New York—Continued 


Army—Continued 
Reserve : Thousands 
a a ae $98 


Subtotal 
Navy Reserve, Whitestone 
Air Force Air Guard, Syracuse 


North Carolina : 
Army: 

National Guard: 
Smithfield 
Lasker-Woodland 
Elizabeth City 
Farmville 


Subtotal 
Air Force Air Guard, Charlotte 


North Dakota: 
Army National Guard, Bismarck 
Air Force Air Guard, Fargo 


my: 

National Guard: 
Lancaster 
Greenville 
Cincinnati 





120 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION APPROPRIATIONS, 1960 


Military construction program reserve components appropriations request fiscal 









































year 1960—Continued 
Ohio—Continued 
Army — Continued 
e: Thousands 
Bellaire —-- --- 8 8 enn n = = == $302 
ccc cepacipceceiceseuepaperesmqncoesh ewes ammnhersenene-mbeperenstinararsnisiasn 30 
racer a peas nde nian aroriecnmemnpeciennripgialeaaintas 30 
en erin einiv anes oies teepeemeeemreyaresenseesman 61 
as dia cuearem ates erie manasa ete eee otaknickiny 48 
eee geereot nen erioinanppmiaiceneaaevmrmeeieaibniie 302 
a a nica ocr adriees ny ines ge ecantingertartaseninagunsaeioaaigeiesensaanacte 168 
eile ar ener apen ge ean es mem emeannananentapersiiaiaties 30 
oc ere ea eansc pieiccenibemenerentnceepesincntoinse 30 
I etc asin c osm eeccepsemaweneaamne cree gunemisiibrcieniie 168 
a ert cares Mas oa o tne casera eee eet oamnee a ein 30 
I ln scl piipeemacese 168 
ea castes es ees abet nS A NENGREENIONIGIIS 302 
a ans meted sine 30 
Fricke sank aigngiaceaeesel tance eaniacass esse weep wigieanpreritinctyasmnnsicinetien 1, 699 
hi da acne wesc coiled acces mamnea tabi ennicendin 2, 324 
I a Lo aces emengnanegientmeininumereraraseatnanais 655 
Pee ee Gk CORE, STON once ccenemeceenncenensseen 105 
ITA tho sata faci asics Sigpgssaoa ona dp bate tonaoraen ge gaan ainerpiaaecs 3, 084 
Oklahoma: 
Army Reserve: 
ace tea Ses endive iia giesny ioooianeraossreena socae amnesia aeteroran amber 29 Pue 
SII ct ares os = de eveetestckntsanegtuceniapinneicasanenen/seaenineenaaiterGuareuadgmnmn rani 29 
a oc cree eras cceccenas oc eve dacar acoxsnkcnigrezio-anpncan catppapsipiamipaemncceamean 29 
cree saeco ned diniesins mica lsisopsecstqrores yds sscrieorare mamas ipranscieiba 29 
cla alc Sth amap insane im sips meni aasiaitian 160 
ares Grae teecienioy ebemvantaaerqeeenemmceiaeiaiasinsaaiiniae 29 
a i a lanes 288 
I I das driinnceniar ee hig tamale erie 501 
eset acs a enna tomsmeeeraen resem eae merecranemeerimipgatinninc 160 
teeta nc a 00 aa essences actntns an ences cnepiavehinaantatiemmatinemeaue 160 
le niet tartar deceit sotaenectecoueas oe spceaben eoecapue gone eoanen exesioes poacectiabekemnnieiieaions 1, 414 
Air Force: 
a ee merimiemeeiainmmenciiin. ‘eiisinasbelaninte 60 
I NI I a csc cans esindnsian sconces sonigiataersinalaonaanantiaia 92 
| Hentai ape ita nce athe ee lr I 1, 566 
Oregon : Sou 
Arm 


y: 
National Guard, Salem 





i rr cela eeieminaaaeoua 61 
a, 221 
a en no cenuccensesemieiasioaenoramtoeeeonanemmencs 588 
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Military construction program reserve components appropriations request fiscal 





year 1960—Continued 
Pennsylvania : 

Army: Thousands 
meee Shaman,” Jonmeiowne $375 
Reserve: 1 

inn 302 
Nn ahh cca et 30 
Nee a pan ae ee eee 136 
cal gneveneinms neice 168 
a ee te 136 
Pao ccc caicrcr ces ichaaescasctnin eects asemieo micas ee erin 168 
ae 168 
cat esac 220 
Aa ide aslac tae caries eae 136 

ae 1, 464 

a a a at 1, 839 

Dery eerre. Wanow Greve... 797 

Air Force: 

CE ee ee 60 
I i era ee a 188 
a a 248 
Na arc ca ace a cee sew ape catenins oaaenabcaeeas ss eaieies 2, 884 
Puerto Rico: 
Army: 
National Guard: 
cee eeneeeneeeten ese 150 
Rc cae puiscnie ei neesiidigeiacnaoaiegicoaiaoe 150 
Na hapa price andiaeicsarin teint ngeadanesmemmnnion 150 
a eae retina eiginaaan 450 
Reserve: 
a sta aca ice whim 36 
i tea acetamide 36 
a le rt at 72 
Na ccc nt ei clnsnS licen chaplain baie 522 
South Carolina: 
Army: 
National Guard: — s ° 
a a sa cman 99 
SN ae alah sacs Seas nsmsaiamian ead ania 99 
ctl rm egemheamnamenaseniauansss 99 
aa eraser 122 
ct lt em spa eseishbu asian alapeb aaa 419 
I ies iotaninienannmaaneanilidente 117 
a a ach leas 536 
Ate Mosce Air Geared, Colombia... cence 60 
Total 
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Military construction program reserve components appropriations request fiscq, 


year 1960—Continued 
South Dakota : Thousands 


Army National Guard, Salem 
Air Force Air Guard, Sioux Falls 


Navy Reserve, Johnson City. 
Air Force Air Guard, Memphis 


Army: 

National Guard: 
Gainesville 
Houston (No. 2) 
Houston (No. 1) 
El Campo 


Rio Grande City. 
San Marcos. 
Sinton 


Air Guard, Ground Prairie 
Reserve, Ellington 


Subtotal 
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ae \ilitary construction program reserve components appropriations request fiscal 
usands year 1960—Continued 
' Vermont : 
‘3 0 Army: 
ea National Guard: Thousands 
273 Enosburg Falls. 
Burlington 


Virginia : 
Army: 
National Guard, Norfolk (Blues) 


Reserve : 
Abingdon 
Charlottesville 
Covington 


Washington : 
Army: 
National Guard, Colville 
Reserve, Wenatchee 


West Virginia: 
Army: 
National Guard: 
Princeton 
Ronceverte 
a ria enaaaee 


East Rainelle 
Fairmont 
Ripley 
Weirton 


lel ae 


- 
= 


Hele | 
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Military construction program reserve components appropriations request fiscat 
year 1960—Continued 
Wisconsin : 


y: 

National Guard: 
Tomahawk 
Hayward 


Madison (No. 2) 
Milwaukee (West) 
Oshkosh 


Air Force: 
Air Guard: 


Wyoming: 
Army National Guard, Lovell 


Planning, design, minor construction, ete. : 
Army National Guard 


tal 
Real estate acquisitions, Army Reserve 
Administration, supervision, etc., Air Guard 


SUMMARY 


Army National Guard 
Army Reserve 


IMPORTANCE OF RESERVE PROGRAM 


Senator Srennis. General McGowen, these armories are something 
T come in contact with and I think there are several sources of special 
interest to the military service, all branches in the local Reserve 
programs. 
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It is the thing that the people know most about in reference to the 
military operation; the local boys participate. It is frequently the 
activity that keeps the flag before the people and sometimes they have 
a band, in addition to that it keeps men in training and a great Reserve 
strength to fal) back on and have ready and semiready. I know 
that in the county néxt to the county in which I live, they have had a 
celebration on November 11 ora year since 1918. 

They turn out the schools, the children crowd on the square of the 
town and the bands play and the Nationa] Guerd marches. 

General SrEMAN. Sometimes the Gold Star Mothers remember it 
longer than we do. 

Senator Srennis. That is right. The Goid Star Mothers are 
there. Generation after generation have been reared on that program 
and in & way it is an expression of their patriotism. I think that is 
one of the intangibles. ‘There is no way to put a dollar mark on it but 
that is the focal point of it. I just wish that we had that in every 
county in America—this November 11 activity. 

General, I have not discussed it with them yet, but if the committee 
should see fit to put some additional fund in the bill above the budget 
estimates—I understand your position, you are appearing just for the 
budget estimate, but you have the program and you have the ground- 
work and you have the authorization and you have the need and you 
will be ready to move in if you get the money. 

General McGowan. That is correct, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Is there anything else about any of these lists 
now that should have the attention of the committee, so far as you 
know? 

General McGowan. Nothing at this time, sir. 

Senator Srennis. Is there anything you want to say about any 
point that I have failed to brmg out? 

General McGowan. No, sir. I would like to thank the chairman 
for his unfailing understanding of our problems. 

Senator Stennis. We understand things partly that we come in 
contact with and this is something I come in contact with. I thank 


ou. 
, General Palladino, we are glad to have you here and I know of 
your fine interest and devotion to your major assignment. 

You may proceed in your own way and then I will have a few 
questions. 


U.S. Army REsERVEs AND ROTC Arrarrs 


STATEMENTS OF MAJ. GEN. R. A. PALLADINO, CHIEF, ARMY RE- 
SERVE AND ROTC AFFAIRS; COL. G. L. EVANS, JR., CHIEF, CON- 
STRUCTION DIVISION 0, DIRECTOR OF INSTALLATIONS, 
DCSLOG AND L. A. WESTENBERGER, CHIEF, PUBLIC WORKS 
PLANNING BRANCH, CONSTRUCTION DIVISION 0, DIRECTORATE 
OF INSTALLATIONS, DCSLOG 


PREPARED STATEMENT 


General Patuapino. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, I am General 
Palladino, Chief, U.S. Army Reserve and ROTC Affairs. With your 
permission I would like to have my statement and charts inserted in 
the record. I will be brief in my statement. 

Senator Stennis. That request will be granted. 
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(The statement referred to follows:) 


Mr. Chairman, gentlemen, I am Major General Palladino, Chief, U.S. Army 
Reserve and ROTC Affairs. It is indeed a pleasure to appear before this com- 
mittee again in connection with the U.S. Army Reserve construction program. 

Considerable progress has been made in the program since my last appearance 
before you. At this time I would like to report on the Army Reserve construction 
program under chapter 133, title 10 United States Code (formerly Public Lay 
783 of the 81st Cong.). 

To illustrate this progress, chart 1 shows that during the period fiscal year 1950 
through fiscal year 1952, 45 centers were completed from funds which were made 
available under Public Law 218. In the following fiscal years under Public Lay 
783, there were 31 construction starts in 1953, 10 in 1954, and 16 in 1955. There 
were 58 construction starts in 1956 and 65 in 1957. Eighty new centers were 
under construction in 1958 which is the best record to date. 

By midyear 1959, 39 new centers were placed under construction and 31 more 
are planned by the end of this fiscal year. This will give a total of 375 Army Re- 
serve centers constructed or under construction. 

Last year 30 additions to existing buildings were placed under construction and 
25 more are planned for this year. Seventeen of these additions were started 
during the first half of this fiscal year. These projects consist of expansions, 
assembly halls, and maintenance shops as shown on the next chart, inclosure 2. 

I am pleased to report that the past 3 years have been the most progressive 
years since the initiation of the Army Reserve construction program. The num- 
ber of contracts awarded or scheduled for award for new Reserve centers during 
the period fiscal year 1957 through fiscal year 1959 is equal to 134 percent of all 
other contract awards for new centers including fiscal year 1950, our first year of 
construction. 

I am also pleased to report that 58 one-unit (M) 100-man centers have been 
placed under construction as of midyear. These are the centers which are located 
in the small communities where it is often difficult to locate adequate leased space. 

Chart 3 summarizes the status of Army Reserve construction funds. You will 
note that by the end of fiscal year 1958, we had obligated $77 million of the $105 
million which had been appropriated up to that time. At the end of the first half 
of fiscal year 1959, we had obligated a total of $87 million. During the balance of 
fiscal year 1959, we plan to obligate an additional $13 million which will bring us to 
a total of $100 million of the total $106 million which has been appropriated 
through fiscal year 1959. It is anticipated that the remaining $6 million will be 
obligated in fiscal year 1960. 

Contained in the fiscal year 1960 line-item authorization list, which has been 
submitted to the Armed Services Committee of the Congress, are 62 centers, 75 
additions, and 1 special project. Added to this are 16 centers and 1 special project 
contained in Public Law 85-685, bringing the total proposed authorization to 78 
centers, 75 additions and 2 special projects. For fiscal year 1960, we are request- 
ing new appropriations for $20 million. It is planned that these funds, together 
with the $1 million appropriated in fiscal year 1959 and funds carried forward 
from previous appropriations, will be used to meet our target of 70 new centers 
plus 75 additions to existing centers and 2 special projects for contract awards in 
fiscal year 1960. 

In conclusion, gentlemen, our greatest progress has been during this past year. 
These centers are constructed, under construction, or programed throughout our 
Nation from the Atlantic to the Pacific Ocean, to include Puerto Rico and Hawaii. 

It is recommended that funds be appropriated for those projects contained in 
the fiscal year 1960 line-item appropriation list previously provided to the com- 
mittee 


Gentlemen, this concludes my statement on the Army Reserve construction 
program. If you have any questions, I will be pleased to answer them. 
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UNITED STATES ARMY RESERVE CONSTRUCTION 
New Reserve Center Starts 


UNITED STATES ARMY RESERVE CONSTRUCTION 
Starts On Additions To Existing Centers 
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Toran ArMy CENTERS 


General Pauuapino. Considerable progress has been made in the 
program since my last appearance before you. To illustrate this 
progress, chart 1 shows that during the period of 1950 to 1958 we 
laced under construction 305 Army Reserve centers. 

Senator Stennis. You have these charts here? 

General Pauuapino. Yes; on the back of the statement. By years 
from 1950 through 1958, the total is 305 centers that were placed 
under construction. 

Senator Stennis. Will these charts fit into your records all right? 
Can they reproduce those? 

General Patuapino. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. I want that done, Mr. Clerk, for this and also for 
the armories. 

General Patuapino. For this fiscal year, that is the year ending 
June 30, we programed for 70 new center starts. Actually, we have 
contracted for 71 centers and we have 20 days yet to go in the month. 
Last year we contracted for 30 additions to existing buildings and 25 
were planned for this year. We have already contracted for all of 
the 25 planned additions for this year. These projects consist of 
expansions, assembly halls, and maintenance shops as shown on chart 
No. 2. This chart shows that we contracted for 6 in 1955, 3 in 1956, 
2in 1957, and 30 last year. I am pleased to report that the past 3 
years have been the most progressive years since the initiation of the 
Army Reserve construction program. I am also pleased to report 
that fifty-eight 1-unit (modified), that is 100-man centers, have been 
placed under construction as of midyear. These are the centers which 
are located in the small communities where it is often difficult to locate 
adequate lease space. Chart No. 3 summarizes the status of Army 
Reserve construction funds. You will notice that by the end of fiscal 
year 1958, we had obligated $77 million of the $105 million which had 
been appropriated up to that time. At the end of the first half of 
this fiscal year we had obligated a total of $87 million. During the 
balance of this fiscal year we plan to obligate an additional $13 million 
which will bring us to a total of $100 million of the $106 million which 
had been appropriated through fiscal year 1959. It is anticipated that 
the remaining $6 million will be obligated in fiscal 1960. The 1960 
line item authorization list plus the projects contained in Public Law 
85-685 brings the total proposed authorizations to 78 centers, 75 
additions, and 2 special projects. For fiscal year 1960 we are re- 
questing new appropriations of $2( million. It is planned that these 
funds together with the $1 million appropriated in fiscal year 1959 
and funds carried forward from previous appropriations will be used 
to meet our target of 70 new centers, plus 75 additions to existing 
centers, and 2 special projects for contract awards in fiscal year 1960. 
In conclusion, gentlemen, our greatest progress has been made during 
this past year. We are very happy with our construction progress. 
We anticipate no major problems in continuing the good progress. 
This concludes my statement on the Reserve program. 

Are there any questions, sir? 
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TARGET OF NEW CENTERS 


Senator Stennis. General, you are very concise and to the point 
here and in addition, this is repetition, in addition as I understand if 
you get your $20 million this year, you will be able to meet your 
target of 70 new centers, plus the 75 additions. 

General PaLLapINo. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Including your two special projects? 

General Patuapino. That is right, sir. 

Senator Stennis. That is very fine indeed. Are there additional 
authorizations above that? 

General Patiapino. The total center authorization is 78 including 
the 1960 line items. 

Senator Stennis. So that would just leave you eight centers over 
your program? 

General Patuapino. That is correct, sir. 

Senator Stennis. This year, as I remember, in the present military 
construction bill now pending before the Senate, how much money 
was in there? 

General Pauuapino. The present authorization bill called for 62 
centers, 75 additions, and 1 special project. 

Benetor Stennis. As I recall, that is not in controversy in the bill, 
is it? 

General Patiapino. No, sir. 

Senator Stennis. It has been agreed on? 

General Patuapino. That is right, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Well, you have a very fine program, indeed. I 
think you have given great emphasis to it, if I may say so. I would 
like to see you carry it on through and get this money and I think 
you will. I know you will, as far as I am concerned. Are there an 
other points you wish to add now or any staff members who are wit 
you wish to add about this program? 

General Patuapino. No, sir. We are very happy with the Reserve 
construction program. 

Senator Stennis. Mr. Clerk, do you have anything now to ask 
about any of the Reserve program? 

Mr. Rexroap. No, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Stennis. All right, gentlemen. We thank you very much. 
Now let me ask this. Where does the Air National Guard money 
come in? That is in a different category, I know. You handle that 
yourself, do you not? 

Sanaa Seeman. The Air Force and the Air Guard will handle 
that. 

Senator Stennis. That is right. That is General Willson. 

All right, gentlemen, we thank you very much. Thank you very 
much for helping and for being here. 

Are there any other small items; we might as well nail this thing 
down so that we will not have to recess this over until Wednesday. 
As I understood that suited you all right. 

General Szeman, Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. We will have to make it tentative, gentlemen. 
That is the best we can do under the circumstances. So tentatively, 
when we recess, we will recess until 10 o’clock Wednesday morning. 
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ConTINENTAL ARMY CONSTRUCTION 


STATEMENT OF MAJ. GEN. L. E. SEEMAN, DIRECTOR OF IN- 
STALLATIONS, OFFICE, DEPUTY CHIEF OF STAFF FOR 
LOGISTICS 


Fort Devens, Mass. 


General Seeman. Book 2 takes up the continental armies. That 
starts out on page 132. The first station involved is Fort Devens, 
Mass. There are two line items, one for a trainfire range, the char- 
acter of which we have already discussed. 

Senator Stennis. That is right. Where we have already covered 
rather thoroughly an item, as we have that trainfire, you do not even 
have to call it out so far as I am concerned. 

General Szmman. The second item is the Capehart family housing 
project, sir. That completes Fort Devens. 

ort Dix, similarly it has only two line items the trainfire range 
and the Capehart project. 

Senator Stennis. Proceed. 


Camp A. P. Hint, Va. 


General Szuman. The 2d Army, then on page 140, starts with 
Camp A. P. Hill, out here in Virginia, which has a trainfire range for 
units around the Military District of Washington to do their training. 

Senator Stennis. The next item? 


CARLISLE BARRACKS 


General Szeman. The next item is Carlisle Barracks, sir. It has 
a project for 36 MCA family quarters, authorized in a previous fiscal 
year, a small hospital for the Army War College, authorized in a 
previous fiscal year. The total is $2,672,000 for those two line items. 

Senator Stennis. Why are you putting appropriated funds in 
family quarters? 

General Sreman. It is a small number of units, sir. It is for 
relatively senior officers attending the Army War College. They 
just cannot be provided within the limitations of the Capehart Act. 

Senator Stennis. What will they cost per unit? 


Unir Cost Per Fami.y 


General Szeman. Their cost per unit of family quarters is $19,300. 
With the supporting utilities outside the 5-foot line it comes up to 
$1,104,000 for the project. 

Senator Stennis. This is a small installation up there. You have 
207 enlisted men, 284 officers. 

General Seeman. Yes, sir. The hospital does support some mili- 
tary installations from the surrounding country there, Navy and Air 
Force units. The New Cumberland Depot is in the support area. 

Senator Stennis. All right. Pardon me, on those family quarters, 
is that unit cost in line with what you ordinarily have? We had to 
make it higher at West Point to meet special conditions. 

General Snmman. This is within statutory limits. 
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Senator Stennis. When we make that exception, it causes brows 
to be raised and they want to make it somewhere else. This is within 
your formula, is it? 

General Sznman. This is within the statutory limit. 

Senator Stennis. Let us stay within that whenever we can. 


Fort Knox 


General SzemMan. For quarters for that range of personnel, sir. The 
next station in the 2d Army is Fort Knox, detailed on page 145; 
7 line items starting with trainfire range, an armament shop building, 
5 tank repair shops and facilities, a hardstand for the U.S. Armor 
School tank motor park, hardstand for the ordnance area, a post 
office and a Capehart housing project for 350 units. As you know, 
Fort Knox is the home of the Army Armor Center and the Army 
Armor School. These tanks require shops, more modern shops, more 
heavy duty shops, more heavy duty hardstands than those available 
over the past years. That is the basic requirement for this station. 


TANK REPAIR SHOPS 


Senator Stennis. You have over a million dollars in here now for 
eal tank repair shops. You have been repairing there a long time, 

ave you not? 

General Szrnman. That is true, sir. 

Senator Stennis. You do not have to have more tanks now than 
you used to, do you? They are better, but not more? 

General Sreman. That particular item is to improve the facilities 
which they presently have. They are now working in World War II 
shops designed for smaller vehicles with lower headroom and lower— 
they just do not have the capacity, the heavy lifts for the tank turrets 
and the guns and machines that we now have in our heavy equipment. 

Senator Stennis. What about the post office? 

General Szeman. Beg your pardon, sir? 


POST OFFICE BUILDING 


Senator Stennis. What about the post office? Do you not havea 
building that you could use for a post office? 

General Srzeman. Mr. Chairman, this post office has been a sorry 
spot for many years. The Post Office Department has been thor- 
oughly taxed in their service. 

Bonadat Stennis. We have not had a post office building program 
of any appreciable size throughout the station since 1939. 

General Sreman. That is correct. 

Senator Srennis. People have been wringing their hands in 
thousands of towns throughout this Nation for post offices. 

General Szrmman. All of the mail for this large post goes through 
this post office building. It is not like a unit where they have branch 
post offices around. They need certain service facilities. They are in 
that frame building which the Post Office Department and we too 
feel is inadequate. They feel they can increase the whole service 
with about 50 percent ee in the handling of the mail. 

It has a population of between 25,000 and 30,000, to give you an 
idea of the size. 
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Senator Stennis. We have towns all over the country with three 
times as much population as they had in 1939 and they do not have 
adequate post office facilities. 

General Seeman. You may recall the post office that is at Fort 
Bragg. It was notin our program. I believe it was the Congressman 
from the area that proposed it in our House authorization hearings and 
it was discussed before your Armed Services Committee in the Senate. 
It is a problem in a lot of these large posts, but it is one that just had 
to take its place in priority below operational requirements. 

Senator STENNIS. Does the Post Office Department itself help you 
out any with this mail? Do you have Post Office employees caalies 
it? 

General Sreman. Yes, sir; they operate the post office, sir. 

It is our responsibility to provide the space for them, to try to meet 
their standard of construction. 

Senator Stennis. All right, the next item. 


Fort Merapg, Mp. 


General SrEeMan. The next station in the 2d Army, Mr. Chairman, 
is Fort Meade, Md., itemized on page 154. 

There are three items: a trainfire range, a medical laboratory, and 
an emergency power facility for the National Security Agency, which 
is on that station. All of those are under this year’s authorization as 
shown on page 155. There are seven items of prior years’ authoriza- 
tion, three of them involving an improvement of their aviation 
facilities in paving, fuel dispensing, and airfield lighting. 

The next item is fire and rescue station of $65,000. The last three 
items were authorized in the 84th Congress, a clothing and equipment 
repair shop at $210,000, a chapel at $258,000, and a branch post 
exchange at $83,000. 


REGIMENTAL CHAPEL 


Senator Stennis. There is another chapel, regimental chapel, 
$258,000. 

General Sreman. That is correct. It is a chapel located in the 
vicinity of the new permanent barracks occupied by the 3d Cavalry 
Regiment. 

Senator Stennis. Mr. Clerk, they don’t have many in here, and 
subject to the orders of the rest ot the committee, put these chapels 
on a top priority list here and we will have something in the report 
to cover that. 

I have been rather impressed with these little fighter planes and all, 
but you are getting more and more into that field. You have airfield 
lighting here. Is that to take care of just landings on the base or is 
that some of your training? 


ARMY AVIATION FACILITIES 


General SremMan. This is for the airfield facilities at the 2d Army 
Headquarters. It is to light the taxiways in this program. It is just 
to facilitate the traffic when they are traveling outside of daylight 
hours and they must be prepared and trained to do that. 

Senator Stennis. I mean your whole program, airfield paving and 
facility, fuel dispensing; is that your small aircraft? 
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General Suman. Yes, sir, this is for Army aviation. It will in- 
clude twin engines command planes tor a commander and staff where 
six or eight people may be involved. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

The next item? 

Fort Rircure, Mp. 


General Sreman. The next station in the 2d Army area is Fort 
Ritchie, as shown on page 166. It has 27 family quarters of the Cape- 
hart project and an ammunition storage igloo. 

Senator Stennis. Proceed. 

Seneral Szeman. It is just a small headquarters station. 

Senator Stennis. Why do you present these on an Army basis? 

Is that just a convenient division? 

General Szzman. There are two basic organizations of the Army, 
the technical services, research and development, and special things, 
and then the Continental Armies and the Caribbean and Alaskan 
Commands that cover the other geographical areas. 


Fort BEennine, Ga. 


The 3rd Army starts with Fort Benning, Ga., on page 171. Five 
line items, trainfire and motor repair shops under authorization this 
fiscal year, and a flight simulator building, enlisted men’s barracks, 
and bachelor officers’ quarters authorized by Public Law 685. 

The total estimated amount for Fort Benning is $2,575,000. 

Senator Stennis. What States are in this 3rd Army area? 

General Szeman. The 3d Army is the Southern part of the United 
States, sir; Mississippi, Alabama, Georgia, Florida, North and South 
Carolina, and Tennessee. 

Senator Stennis. Go ahead. You were on this Fort Benning. 


Fort Brace 


General Szrman. Following Fort mannitle the next station is Fort 
t, 


Bragg, itemized on page 176. It has aircraft, hardstand, and aprons, 
$435,000; aircraft i storage and dispensing equipment, $56,000. 
Two battalion motor repair shops, $310,000, and hardstand for those 
two battalion parts at $70,000. A Capehart project for 367 quarters, 
and a unit operations and administration building for $87,000. 

Then on the following page, authorized in prior fiscal years, three 
items, aviation gas storage and dispensing facilities, a flight simulator 
building, and animunition surveillance workshop. The total amount 
requested for Fort Bragg is $1,273,000 for this year’s funding program, 
sir. 

Senator Stennis. Well, you have a tremendous installation down 
there at Fort Bragg. 

General Sreman. Fort Bragg is the nerve center and home of our 
Strategic Army Corps. It is the fire engine service for our strategic 
support. 

Senator Stennis. You say it is the nerve center and home of what? 

General Szeman. Of the Strategic Army Corps, the corps which is 
the most ready for the immediate support of any requirement any- 
where in the world from our home base here. 
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Senator Stennis. That is your paratroopers, for one. What else 
do you have there? 

General Seeman. One of the airborne divisions is there. You have 
an airborne corps headquarters and air transportation units. There 
js a special warfare center there and testing for airborne materiel 
with all the airborne units and equipment there. It is an ideal 
location. 

Senator Stennis. I have been down there. It is a fine installation. 

General Seeman. In addition to those main units it has supporting 
artillery. There is an engineer brigade there, all part of the Strategic 
Army Corps. 


Fort CAMPBELL, Ky. 


The next station after Fort Bragg is Fort Campbell, Ky. As shown 
on page 187, there are five line items, an item of storm drainage is the 
first and largest item, for $2,300,000, and then four items authorized 
in previous fiscal years. 

Motor repair shop and facilities, $104,000. 

A battalion headquarters building at $55,000. 

A dental clinic—here is one of those ancillary medical facilities that 
is so vital to support the men—at $498,000. 

An aircraft fuel storage and dispensing facility for $60,000. 

Senator Stennis. All right, the next item. 


Fort McCueuan, ALA, 


General Seeman. The next item in the 3d Army area is Fort 
McClellan, Ala. It has one line item, sir, authorized in previous 


fiscal year which we are requesting funds for this year, a station hos- 
pital, 125-bed hospital and 200-bed chassis estimated to cost $3.5 
million. 
The existing hospital there is a mobilization type hospital build in 
1942. 
HOSPITAL UNIT COSTS 


Senator Srmennis. Are you going to do something about that unit 
cost on that one? Are you going to try to do something about it? 

General SzreMan. As stated by Mr. Byrant this morning, these 
projects are being reviewed, and if there is any possibility of economiz- 
ing within the standards required by the Medical Corps and Depart- 
ment of Defense we shall certainly do it. 

Senator Stennis. I don’t know that they have any authority to 
write legal requirements for anything, have they? 

General Szreman. No. There is no particular statutory dollar ceil- 
ing in this area. One of the problems is that it is awfully hard to 
evaluate the cost of a hospital across the country on a per-bed basis 
because of the different types of services that are offered in the 
different communities and different construction standards. 

Senator Stennis. All right, what is the next one, General? 


Fort Rucker, Awa. 


General Seeman. The next station is Fort Rucker. That is de- 
tailed on page 195. 

Fort Rucker is the U.S. Army Aviation Center, so it is understand- 
' able that most of the items involve aviation support facilities. First is 

a stage field, rotary wing, for cargo helicopters, $1,336,000. 
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A heliport pavement, for auxiliary field No. 2, $648,000. 

Senator Stennis. You have training for this helicopter and all, do 
you not? 

General Szeman. Yes, sir. This is the basic training station for 
Army aviators now. 

Senator Stennis. Where is Fort Rucker? I know it is in Alabama, 
but near what town? 

General Srzeman. It is close to Mobile. The nearest town is 
Ozark, which is 10 miles away. 

Senator Stennis. It is in the Mobile area? 

General Seeman. It is in the southern corner actually, I believe, 
The Mobile office, district office of the Corps of Engineers, handles the 
construction there. 

ACADEMIC BUILDINGS 


Senator Stennis. What do you mean? You say academic build- 
ings. Is that class—schools? 

General Sreman. Yes, sir. It is for academic training, certain 
classrooms where they have students studying topography, mapping, 
flight programing, studying their various equipment, mechanical and 
weaponry. At the present time they are using many scattered class- 
rooms in mobilization-type buildings, of old messhalls, barracks, and 
shop buildings, up to a total of 54 odd-and-end classrooms around the 
station. This will centralize them and bring them together partly. 
They have renovated some of these old classrooms. They still intend 
to use those, but this building will provide for about half of their 
classroom needs. 

Senator Stennis. That finishes the 3d Army, does it? 

General Szeman. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. I am just looking through here. The 3d Army 
reminds me when I was in college and took ROTC. I remember that 
we were in the 3d Army, the 3d Army area. I don’t know what you 
called it then. 

General Semman. I think in the days before World War II we called 
them corps areas. 

Senator Stennis. I have been to some of these installations, Fort 
Benning and Fort Bragg, Fort McClellan. I am just looking through 
the justifications. Some of them are certainly fine, it is a source of 
pride to see them. 


ABSENCE OF MILITARY INSTALLATIONS IN MISSISSIPPI 


Here is one, Fort Benning, on which we have spent about $103 
million already; Fort Bragg, $113 million. Just glancing through here 
I don’t see how it has been possible for the Army to have been able all 
these years so consistently to avoid putting in any installation in 
Mississippi. I know that it is not your planning. I would hate to 
believe that it was deliberate, but it is just not there. None of these 
installations have ever been put there. 

Is there any reason for it that you know? 

General Srzman. No, sir. There were some World War IT train- 
ing stations. 

Senator Stennis. I know, but I am talking of these facilities here. 

General SzeMAN. Most of them are concentrated in the 3d Army 
and the 4th Army in the Southwest. 
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Senator Stennis. Do you know any reason why they kept them all 
out of Mississippi. 

General Sreman. I don’t know of any specific reason. 

Senator Stennis. As an Army man do you know of any reason? 

General Sreman. No, sir. It is just that they are older posts and 
as you contract after a war you contract back to the older, hard-core 
post, and that is just where they were started. 

Senator Stennis. You think that was all just chance based on the 
light of circumstances; is that right? 

General Sreman. From what I know, I know of no specific reason, 
sir. 

Colonel Evans. I think the same thing prevails in Tennessee. 
Senator Stennis. Mr. Clerk, you just add up all the military con- 
anaes of the Army in the III Corps area, just add up how much it 
totals. 

Colonel, what was it you had in mind? 

Colonel Evans. The same thing, essentially, prevails in Tennessee. 
Fort Campbell does lap over in the border of Tennessee and you do 
have an ordnance depot. 

Senator Stennis. Is there any reason for that? 

Colonel Evans. I do not know sir. None that I have ever been 
able to find out. 

Senator Stennis. That is in the 3d area, too? 

Colonel Evans. Yes. Mr. Sikes says the same thing about Florida, 
sir, 

Senator Stennis. All right, put down Florida and get the amount 
of the Air Force construction in all the same States and then for the 
Navy and the Marine Corps. I just want to see how that will look. 
Put it on a chart. It is just impossible—it looks to me like it is im- 
possible for a thing like that to happen. 


ANALYSIS OF CONSTRUCTION PROGRAMS BY STATES 


General Srrman. I believe, Mr. Rexroad, the Department of 
Defense did include an analysis of the total Department of Defense 
construction program by States of all of the States. 

Senator Stennis. Do you have that by States? 

General Srmman. I believe the Department of Defense did it for 
all three of the services for this year. 

Senator SreNNIs. You mean you are bringing it up to date for this 
year? 

General Sezman. No, I believe they just analyzed this year’s 
program. They did not include the total inventory. 

Senator Stennis. I want to get the figures now on this. I want to 
give you a chance to put in black and white the reason you omitted 
that whole area of the country. 

General Szreman. We just have no installation in the State of Missis- 
sippi except for the Reserve and guard armies, and World War II 
installations. 

Mr. WestENBERGER. Just one point. I know recently we were 
attempting to bring into the State of Mississippi the Transportation 
Terminal Command Headquarters, as you recall. This has not been 
forgotten, sir. We just have not been able to organize the Transporta- 
tion Command and have them moved because of budgetary limitations. 
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Senator Stennis. Thank you, sir. 

Well, when we get all these figures I am going to give you a chance 
to put down anything else you think of and anyone else, too, just to 
see. It has been in that same Army area for a long time, I know. 

The next item. 

Fort Buss, Tex. 


General Seeman. The next Army is the 4th Army area, sir. The 
first station is Fort Bliss, Tex., shown on page 209. This is the nerve 
center of the Army air defense training. There are a large number of 
line items at Fort Bliss. The complex of Fort Bliss is such that it is 
the main post with the permanent construction as a nucleus. Then 
they have the various firing ranges and radar training ranges at some 
distance away where they have a requirement as the troops from 
around the country come in for their range firing each year at these 
locations, such as, for example, the Tobin Well site as indicated in 
the first line item, and the Logan Heights area in three and four, where 
they were not putting in full permanent construction, but a type of 
construction adequate for the units in training there at that time. 
The radar park training for the HAWK missile at Tobin Wells is a line 
item of 1,734,000. A 1,000-man messhall at the same location, 
$200,000. 

Senator Stennis. What page are you on now? 

General SzemMan. Page 209, sir. 

Then at the Logan Heights area, 11 enlisted men’s barracks at 
$1,030, and the messhall, the next item, for $323,000. 

Then at the guided missile training range, that is the McGregor 
Range, about 15 miles north of Fort Bliss, is the fuel storage and war- 


head area for $168,000, a guided missile control tower for $32,000, a 
guided missile fuel and ammunition storage building for $69,000, six 
magazines for $425,000, ordnance supply and storage building for 
$136,000, three 80-man barracks, $274,000, roads and hardstands and 
HAWK launching area, $736,000. 


OrE GRANDE RANGE 


The next several items are for the Ore Grande Range. Ore Grande 
Range is actually in the White Sands missile area and the Ore Grande 
Range is used for training the surface-to-surface missiles units of the 
longer ranges that cannot fire anywhere else. There is an assembly 
and test building for $45,000, a motor repair shop and facility for 
$109,000, battalion headquarters and supply building for $35,000, 
two enlisted men’s barracks, 80 men each, $216,000. 

A bachelor officers’ quarters for $121,000. Extension of a waterline 
to this range camp for $974,000. 

Then the next item is the storm drainage item at Fort Bliss proper 
for $414,000. 

Then there is the Capehart project for a thousand sets of quarters. 
Then we go into line items authorized in previous fiscal years. 

An administration and classroom building for $1,416,000, four 
battalion motor repair shops at $605,000, and the motor parks for 
them, $571,000. And a hardstand for $320,000. 

The last item, sir, is a regimental chapel approved, authorized in 
the 84th Congress, for $245,000. 
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Senator Srenis. Without wading through all the different items, 
you said in the beginning that was part of your training, your missile 
training school. 

General Sreman. Yes, sir, training school and all of the units of 
the surface-to-air missile troop structure return to do their field 
firing at Fort Bliss. 

Senator Srennis. If the Air Force is going to have the BOMARC 
they will have to have a similar setup, won’t they? 

General Sreman. I don’t know what their plan for annual service 
firing is. 

senate Stennis. You do know they have to be trained. 

General Sreman. They certainly must. 


JOINT TRAINING PROGRAM 


Senator Stennis. My point is, is it possible to have a joint training 
program of some kind so that we won’t have to duplicate all these 
facilities? I don’t know; maybe you don’t know. 

General SzrremMan. You would have to analyze the saturation point 
of the range. I know that much of their present testing is done at 
other ranges, such as Canaveral. Now, how much they can ac- 
commodate of the troops in mixing in with their research and de- 
velopment functions, I just don’t know. 

Senator Stennis. You are not in that branch anyway, are you? 

General Sreman. That is correct. 

Senator Stennis. Well, you have about $10 million here, 
$10,400,000, and then the Capchart housing. 

General Sreman. That is correct. 


OPPOSITION TO CAPEHART HOUSING AT FORT BLISS 


Senator Stennis. Now, we have been having some complaints 
opposing the 1,000 units of Capehart at Fort Bliss. Do you know 
anything about that? 

General Szreman. I know it is a source of concern always both to 
the civilian community and to us in the service, to make sure there 
is no overbuilding, that we make maximum use of the civilian economy 
and the facilities in the area. However, there is a tremendous con- 
gestion in the El Paso area, not only Fort Bliss, but the Biggs Air 
Force Base, which is a SAC base there, and then White Sands 30 
miles away, a lot of its people depend on El Paso for community 
support. There is an outstanding requirement at Bliss. 

Colonel McCarty, do you have a detailed figure for Fort Bliss? 

Colonel McCarry. Mr. Chairman, at Fort Bliss we have a require- 
ment for 8,425 family quarters. On hand we have 4,284, which in- 
clude 2,537 units of adequate community support, which is private 
housing at El Paso. On post we have the difference between those 
two numbers, which is something like a little over 1,700 units. 

In addition we have 900 units which have recently been awarded. 

So we have a large deficit. 


LETTER FROM NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF HOME BUILDERS 


Concerning the opposition to the project, which is very recent, I 
might add, the National Assc ciation of Home Builders of Washington, 
D.C., recently wrote to Senator Lyndon Johnson, not objecting to the 
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requirements for a thousand houses, but merely suggesting that it be 
built in increments over a 3-year period. They had no quarrel with 
the requirement for a thousand houses. 
Bapster Stennis. Do you plan to build them all about the same 
time 
Colonel McCarry. We had — to award them as one contract 
e size contract, the better house you 


because naturally the larger t 
can get for your dollar, sir. 

In addition, of course, we have this large deficit which we hoped to 
overcome in large part by this thousand-unit project, sir. 

General Seeman. Mr. Chairman, the FHA made a survey also. 
They have approved this need. There are many hundreds of service- 
men’s families who have never been brought to Fort Bliss. There 
are many still living in trailer camps. 

Senator Stennis. I don’t know the nature of these letters. We 
will look into it further. 


RENTAL PROPERTIES IN EL PASO 


General Szeman. The last survey indicated there were over 2,100 
who had bought their homes in El Paso. Of course, this is one choice 
a man can make. But to a transient populace such as the military 
it is a hardship. We carry on our list of assets over 2,500 of rental 
properties or properties that are being lived in in the city of El Paso 
as adequate community support. 

Senator Stennis. I know it is quite a problem to deal with. There 
is no easy way. 

General Szeman. I believe we are being very fair and thorough in 
our estimate of the situation. 

Senator Stennis. I know you intend to be, General. It is quite a 
problem. It throws a problem on the local people. I have had repre- 
sentation that if you put in 500 or 1,000, it causes a tremendous change 
in the situation. It disrupts things a lot. One of the commanders 
told me that he did not realize what a difference—I have forgotten 
where this was—the opening up of 600 at one time, he did not realize 
what a difference it was going to make in the situation. 

All right, you might know that those complaints are coming in. 


FHA SURVEY 


You said FHA. What kind of survey did the FHA make? Did 
they include the idea of local supply? 

Colonel McCarty. Mr. Chairman, the local FHA regional director 
may make a survey or his knowledge of the local housing situation 
may make it readily apparent to him to approve a project or to 
reduce a project. Presumably he has a pretty good knowledge of the 
local housing situation. 

Senator Stennis. Do you have to get his spproval before you can 
request it? 

olonel McCarry. That is correct. 

Senator Stennis. Does he ever turn you down? 

Colonel McCarry. Yes, sir. FHA has turned us down on a number 
of occasions. 

Senator Stennis. To what extent do they have a say-so on this 
Capehart housing with the military? 
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Colonel McCarty. FHA has to concur in the need for any given 
number of houses, sir, because the Capehart law is administered 
through the FHA. In other words, they are a party to it. 

Senator Stennis. I know that. 


FHA FUNCTIONS 


Colonel McCarty. Naturally they not only concur in our require- 
ments, but in our form of contracts, and many of our Capehart 
procedures—in fact, even in our selection of low bidder after com- 
petitive advertising. They must concur in his ability. 

Senator Stmnnis. I get letters from contractors, architects, people 
of that kind, making inquiry. I am not wanting to get into that. 

I did make inquiry. I had had a letter from several architects and 
found out that the architects had already been selected and approved 
before the item was ever authorized. There had never been any 
congressional approval. Someone else said you had to get approval 
of FHA before you could select an architect. 

General Seeman. We do have approval under our advance plan- 
ning, under our general authorization, so that we can come up to you 
with a better estimate than we have in the past. So to a certain 
extent we have started. We have not made any final plans or taken 
any final steps toward construction. 

enator Stennis. I was surprised to know that the FHA had to 
vse the architect. If that is correct. 
just ree maybe it is not correct. What about that? 

Colonel McCarry. So far as I know the FHA does not have to 
approve our architect, but the FHA does have to approve our con- 
struction contractor. I believe that is correct. 

Senator Stennis. That person was just misinformed, as a matter 
of fact, about the FHA having to approve the architect. 

Colonel McCarry. I might add one other thing. In that connec- 
tion FHA does have to approve our plans which are made by our own 
selected architect. 

Senator Stennis. You select the architect alone? 

Colonel McCarry. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. So far as you know the other services do, too? 

Colonel McCarry. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. You know about all of them, don’t you, Colonel? 

Colonel McCarry. I only know about the Army. 

General Semman. Mr. Chairman, in all frankness I am sure you 
will understand that an architect who has had plans previously 
checked and approved by the FHA would be given some consideration 
particularly if you are under short deadlines, and cost saving. 

Senator Srennis. I am not trying to recommend any architect to 
you. You don’t have anything in that State anyway. 

All right, what is next, General? 

That pretty well covers Fort Bliss. Is there anything special you 
want to point out? 

General SzemMAN. Nothing more than what we have covered. 


Fort Hoop 


The next station is Fort Hood, on page 237, a Capehart project is 
the first line item. Then all succeeding items are prior years’ au- 
thorization. 
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Senator Stennis. What page now? 

General Seeman. Page 237. 

A flight control tower, $132,000; a flight simulator building, flight 
training building. 

Parts storage for their helicopters, $47,000; and two battalion head- 
quarters for $113,000. 

The last line item is four battalion storage buildings, $184,000, 


ARMORED DIVISION 


Senator Srennis. What kind of armored division? What is an 
armored division now? I remember World War II what you called it. 

General Seeman. These are the heavy tank armored divisions, 100 
pereent mechanized. 

aa Stennis. By the way, you are getting a new tank, aren’t 
you 

General Sreman. There is a new tank under development. I am 
not too up on that program. 

Senator Stennis. The next tiem? 


Fort Sam Houston 


General Sreman. The next station is Fort Sam Houston, which is 
the headquarters post of the 4th Army. There are four line items there, 

‘Airfield paving for their helicopter landing area and operations 
facilities building, a hangar with a shop, storage and administrative 
space, and trainfire range. The actual trainfire ranges are not located 
right at Fort Sam Houston. 

Senator Stennis. It goes with it. Those are ordinary items. 

Supposing you go over to page 250. 


Fort SIL. 


General Sreman. That is Fort Sill. This is the artillery surface-to- 
surface missile and artillery training center. 

The first items are essentially to support their aviation complex, a 
taxiway for $853,000. A compass swinging base, which is a name for 
the calibration of their compasses before they can navigate properly, 
$55,000. Some approach lighting for their runways, $210,000. 

Then ordnance support battalion for special weapons, $651,000. 
Three missile ground handling equipment buildings in their depart- 
ment of motors, $1,155,000. 

Senator Stennis. What kind of setup is that? 

General Seeman. These advance missiles require a good deal of 
ground handling equipment. It is all mechanized and more complex 
than it was in the old horse and wagon days. This is where they have 
training in this department of motors for motor transport or artillery 
transport to support that sort of equipment. 

Senator Stennis. Is this your tactical missiles? 

General Seeman. These are all surface tactical missiles, surfsce-to- 
surface. This is not any of the surface-to-air. It is essentially for 
training of the troops to support the field armies. 
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Senator Stennis. You have to re-do the missiles once in a while, 
don’t you? Take them apart in training? 

General SrrMAN. Yes, sir. In addition to the troops that actually 
handle the missiles and fire them and operate them, you have the 
backup support for your ordnance company, your engineer company, 
your signal company. It all takes part of the team. 

Senator Stennis. I want you to take me down to Redstone some 
time. Someone told me you did not have a runway down there 
long enough to land a fellow. We will have to allow that item and 
get a runway built. 

The next item? 

MISSILE FACILITIES 


General Sreman. Page 251, a further line item at Fort Sill, a hard- 
stand for three missile battalion equipment parks, $748,000. A missile 
maintenance shop for the artillery training command, $246,000. 
A missile maintenance shop for ordnance support company, $239,000. 
A motor maintenance shop, $237,000, and a hardstand for motor 
park, $252,000. 

Then two items authorized in prior fiscal years, an academic 
building—academic really is a misnomer, Mr. Chairman; it is a train- 
ing building for the department of motors or artillery transport, 
$2,208,000. 

Senator Stennis. Artillery transport? 

General Szeman. Yes, sir, this is where they do all of the training 
in academic nature for the troops and units involved in artillery 
transportation. 

Senator Stennis. General, I think the Army is mighty conserva- 
tive in a lot of ways. It seems like you get mashed on your money 
matters pretty hard, but I notice you have an investment over there 
of $62 million at Fort Sill. It seems like you can find some buildings 
to put these new training centers in and schools and so forth, and not 
have to do so much new building. That academic building costs 
$2.2 million. 

General Seeman. Yes, sir. Perfectly frankly, it is a replacement of 
a hodge-podge of scattered and selected buildings now which are in 
the nature of space which has been found to carry on this study. 
Some of them are even unheated. Most of them are the old wooden 
frame buildings that the sand and the winter wind and inclement 
weather blow through. 

This is just to increase the efficiency and adequacy of their base. 
S.me of them are old artillery stables and horse artillery gunsheds 
that are just outmoded. 

Senator Stennis. Well, we are so pushed for space. Up at West 
Point we had to convert the old riding hall into a very fine academic 
building, I was told. 

General Seeman. I am sure that has caused a lot of good old 
soldiers to turn over in their graves. 

Senator Stennis. All right, the next item. 

General Sreman. That completes the 4th Army, sir. 


42550—59——-10 
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COMMITTEE RECESS 


Senator Stennis. If it is agreeable to you we will just stop here, 
It is 5:20 now. 

Thank you very much, gentlemen. I have had a very pleasant 
day with you and have learned a lot. I am glad to see you and glad 
to have you here. 

(Whereupon, at 5:20 p.m., Thursday, June 11, 1959, the subcom- 
mittee recessed, to reconvene at 10 a.m., Monday, June 15, 1959.) 
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MONDAY, JUNE 15, 1959 


U.S. Senate, 
SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, 
Washington, D.C. 
The subcommittee met at 10 a.m., pursuant to recess, in room 1114, 
New Senate Office Building, Hon. John Stennis (chairman of the sub- 
committee) pane ; 
Present’: Senator Stennis. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 


Minirary Pusric Works, Army 


STATEMENTS OF MAJ. GEN. L. E. SEEMAN, DIRECTOR OF INSTALLA- 
TIONS OFFICE, DEPUTY CHIEF OF STAFF FOR LOGISTICS; COL. 
G. L. EVANS, JR., CHIEF, CONSTRUCTION DIVISION OFFICE, DIREC- 
TOR OF INSTALLATIONS, DCSLOG; L. A. WESTERNBERGER, CHIEF, 
PUBLIC WORKS PLANNING BRANCH, CONSTRUCTION DIVISION 
OFFICE, DIRECTOR OF INSTALLATIONS, DCSLOG; MAJ. GEN. C. R. 
HUTCHISON, ARMY BUDGET, COMPTROLLER OF THE ARMY; COL. 
R. D. McCARTY, CHIEF, FAMILY HOUSING OFFICE, DIRECTOR OF 
INSTALLATIONS, DCSLOG; LT. COL. L. C. LEE, CHIEF, AIR DEFENSE 
CONSTRUCTION BRANCH, CONSTRUCTION DIVISION OFFICE, DI- 
RECTOR OF INSTALLATIONS, DCSLOG; COL. J. G. NELSON, ASSIST- 
ANT CHIEF OF STAFF, G-4, ARMY SECURITY AGENCY; H. B. 
NORWOOD, CHIEF, PROGRAM AND PLANNING DIVISION OFFICE, 
ASSISTANT FOR ARMY CONSTRUCTION OFFICE, CHIEF OF ENGI- 
NEERS FOR MILITARY CONSTRUCTION; H. B. ZACKRISON, CHIEF, 
ENGINEERING DIVISION, MILITARY CONSTRUCTION OFFICE, 
CHIEF OF ENGINEERS; AND COL. W. B. FEINDEL, COMPTROLLER, 
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF SIGNAL OFFICER 


GENERAL STATEMENT 


Senator Stennis. The committee will be in order, please. 

Iam sorry I was a little late this morning. I had to appear before 
4 group that was writing up a bill. 

General, according to Mr. Rexroad, we had just gotten to the Fifth 
Army. Isthat the way your records show it? 

General Seeman. That is correct. 
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Senator Stennis. General, you proceed in your own way, please, sir, 
Just remember to call the numbers of your pages. That helps in keep. 
ing up. You have very complete data and information. I want to 
commend you and thank you. 

General Seeman. Mr. Chairman, the Fifth Army has an appropri- 
ation request for construction for the Army at five stations as indi. 
cated on page 267. 


Fort BENJAMIN Harrison, IN. 


The first of those stations shown on page 268 is Fort Benjamin Har. 
rison at Indianapolis. There are two line items there, first to recon- 
vert buildings 114 and 115, to barracks at estimated cost of $126,000 
and second, a consolidated permanent enlisted men’s mess for $661,000, 

Both of those were authorized for fiscal year 1959. 

The conversion of the buildings to place them in condition for use 
for which originally built, but had to be made into administrative 
space pending completion of the Headquarters of the Army Finance 
Center there. 

Senator Srennis. What is that, some large building, of the Finance 
Center ? 

General Seeman. Yes, sir; the Post Headquarters and the Head: 
quarters of the Army Finance School have been completed in the 
interim. 

So now these barracks can be reconverted to their original purpose, 

— Stennis. You have your finance center buildings finished 
u 

oneal Seeman. Yes, sir; that was completed in previous year. 


Fort LEAVENWORTH 


The second station is Fort Leavenworth in the Fifth Army area. 

There is one item there, an emergency powerplant. 

Senator Stewnis. Why do you call it an emergency powerplant?! 

General Szeman, It is to provide standby power for the signal relay 
station. It is really not connected with the permanent post at Fort 
Leavenworth. It is just part of the administrative command signal 
network for the worldwide communications system. 

Senator Stennis. You mean in case of a blackout or power failure! 


General Sreman. Yes, sir; they are tied in with commercial power 
and used for commercial power, but during storms and certain periods 
they have had some outages there. 

Snctor Srennis. Proceed. 


Fort Ritzy, Kans. 


General Szeman. The next station is Fort Riley as shown on page 
272. The first item is the Capehart family quarters project for 867 
units and the last four items are items which were authorized in fiscal 
year 1959. 

Two of those are to support the aviation program, a unit operations 
building for $108,000, and a flight simulator building for $104,000. 

Then the last two items at Fort Riley are for extension of their utili- 
ties systems. This is an additional increment planned in the utility 
system to accommodate the construction to come along in that master 
plan area. 
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A sewage treatment plant at $251,000 and water system extension. 
Senator Stennis. What is your primary mission now at Fort Riley ? 
General Sreman. It is an infantry division post. Reserve and 
ROTC summer training, National Guard training there in the sum; 
ertime. 
“Eeaadee Stennis. I notice you have $5.3 million not yet in the in- 
yentory but authorized. What is that? That is a big program in 
itself. 
General Seeman. That is part of a previous authorization which 
has not yet been completed or started. me of it may be under con- 
struction; some of it are these items that we have mentioned which 
have been authorized by the Congress in previous years, but there were 
insufficient funds to take care of them. 

Senator Stennis. My point, General Seeman, is that it must not be 
very urgent if you have $5 million worth there and you are just asking 
for $597,000 ; that is just 10 percent. 

General Seeman. Some of it may be under construction and funded 
atthe present time. It is not yet in inventory, of course. 

Senator Srennis. I would think you must change the mission in 
some way. Unless a great deal of it is under construction it will 
expire before you get the money for it now. 

General Seeman. There is a sizable amount under construction. 

Colonel Evans will have it in just a second. 

As you know, Leavenworth is well established. 

Senator Stennis. We are talking about Fort Riley. 

General Seeman. Fort Riley, yes. Fort Riley is a permanent post 
of long years standing. We will furnish for the record the amount 
of that that is under construction. 

Senator Stennis. Do you know colonel? 

Colonel Evans. I will have it in a minute. 

Senator Stennis. Allright. I think those are good projects which 
you have there. I just notice that large buildup of unused 
authorization. 

The next item ? 

St. Louis Support CENTER 


General Szreman. The next station is the St. Louis support center 
which provides facilities for 5th Army units in the St. Louis area. 

There is only one item there, shown on page 279, for additional 
conversion of barrack building to make offices, office space out of what 
is presently warehouse space. 

Senator Stennis. The next item? 


Fort LEONARD Woop 


General Szeman. The next item is Fort Leonard Wood on page 282, 
sir. There are four line items, Fort Leonard Wood, as you know, is 
a replacement training center in the vicinity, 31 miles from Rolla, Mo. 

The first item is a telephone exchange for $177,000. 

The second item is alteration and addition to the hospital mess. 
This is a World War II type frame hospital, but the mess is very 
antiquated and deteriérated. 


There is a major conversion involved there estimated to cost 
$220,000. 
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Then the electrical utility system needs expansion at estimated cogt 
of $196,000, which completes the appropriated fund items. 

The next item is 800 family quarters under the Capehart project, 

Leonard Wood is very remote and they have a serious quarters situa- 
tion there. Many of their officers and enlisted men commute great 
distance. 

Senator Stennis. This came up in the military construction about 
the firmness of your figures on this authorization and additions to the 
hospital. 

You have that firm now, do you? 

General Sremen. Yes, sir; it is being designed by an architect en- 
gineer in Kansas City and complete preliminary studies have been 
approved. So it is a firm figure. It is not based upon complete 
detail design yet, of course. 

ee Stennis. But it is more than just an estimate; is that 
right? 

iseiorkt Sreman. Yes, sir; it is based upon an engineering prelim- 
inary plan. 

Senator Stennis. Thank you. 

All right, Colonel, are you ready ? 


WORK UNDERWAY AT FORT RILEY 


Colonel Evans. Sir, the work underway at Fort Riley, including 
some projects, which are 99 percent completed, all told, is $11,036,000; 
by the Kansas City District. 

Senator Stennis. That is more than your $5 million ? 

Colonel Evans. Yes. I think some of those that are 99 percent 
complete have been picked up in the inventory. 

Senator Srennis. It appears that you absorbed all the excess 
authorization. 

General Seeman. When the buildings are taken over for occupancy 
by the using troops, then they are considered inventory even if there 
may be some final loose ends to wind up in construction. 

Senator Srennis. Fort Leonard Wood also has $5.3 million in 
authorization not yet in inventory ? 

General Seeman. That is correct. 

Colonel Evans. We have $4,035,000 under actual construction. 

Senator Srennis. Well, your records here are just correct to a cer- 
tain date, then? 

Colonel Evans. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. All right; the next item. 

General Sreman. The next station, Mr. Chairman, is in the 6th 
Army. ‘That completesthe 5th Army. 

Senator Stennis. All right, the 6th Army. 


Camp IRWIN 


General Sreman. The 6th Army, there are appropriations requests 
at three stations, the first being Camp Irwin as shown on page 291. 
There is only one line item. It is for 140 family quarters, Capehart. 

Senator Stennis. The next item. 
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Fort Orp, Cauir. 


General Sreman. The next station is for the Fort Ord, which is an 
Army training center and a large infantry training center in 
California. 

The first item is an aircraft parts storage building as shown on page 
993 estimated to cost $85,000. 

The second item is a Capehart family quarters project of 500 units. 

Then there are a number of items of prior years authorization, 
essentially involved in the aviation program, taxiway and runup area 
for $146,000, access and parking aprons at $228,000, helicopter aircraft 
parking areas at $414,000, fuel storage and dispensing for helicopters 
at $99,000, a control tower for $128,000, lighting system for $190,000, 
two unit operations buildings for $187,000, a field operation building 
for $58,000, a flight simulator building for $58,000, a hangar for their 
fixed wing shops at $504,000. 

Two parts storage buildings at $102,000, and then their fire and 
crash rescue station for $72,000. 

That completes Fort Ord, sir. The total is $2,271,000. 

Senator Stennis. The projects are necessary, but they add up, do 
they not ? 

General Seeman. There are a number of small items and as you 
will note, largely carryover authorizations. 

Senator Stennis. Yes; I think you have to have all your air fa- 
cilities. They appear to be used more and more, your air power in 
battle positions. 

General Seeman. Yes, sir. 


COMBAT DEVELOPMENTS CENTER 


In addition, in the Fort Ord complex they do a good deal of work 
on this combat development experimentation center which is in the 
Ord-Camp Roberts area. 

Senator Srennis. The “hangar WO shops”, that is next to the last 
item on page 294, Is that hangar without shops? 

General Sreman. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. What do you do with the hangars? I thought 
the services did not store planes in a hangar any more. 

General Szeman. They have, as you know, various periodic inspec- 
tion of frames, engines, and those things. To havea place where they 
can do that out of the sun and inclement weather is very necessary. 

Senator Srennis. That is just for inspection now ? 

General Szeman. It is required for their organizational mainte- 
nance. If that is not provided they will have to do it out in the open 
which is inefficient. 

Senator Stennis. All right. Those all look rather reasonable ex- 
cept that half million dollars for the hangar. 


THE PRESIDIO, SAN FRANCISCO 


General Sreman. The next station is the Presidio of San Francisco 
on page 310. There are two items there, essentially utility items, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The first one, a sewage treatment plant, estimated to cost $118,000. 
They have a problem there of certain discharge of untreated or in- 
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completely treated sewage effluent which has been required for some 
time. 

And a modification to their storm drainage system. They have a 
storm drainage system dating back for many years which with the 
buildup of city streets and additional runoff and deterioration of some 
old wood pipe is in serious condition. 

The estimated amount of that storm drainage modification is $100,- 
000, making for that station a total of $218,000. 

Senator Stennis. General, I am sure you have been there, to the 
Presidio? 

General Seeman. I have never been stationed there, but I have been 
there; yes. 

Senator Stennis. Well, it is a mighty nice place, very attractive, 
I spent the night there once. I was treated mighty well, but I could 
not see where you were putting to a military use all of that valuable 
property. It has gotten to where it is very valuable. 

Tt seems to me like it is needed by the city. 

General Seeman. The city has sort of. grown up around it. It is 
one of the very, very old military posts. It was there almost when 
the United States assumed jurisdiction over the area. 

As such, it has a lot of investment there by the taxpayers of the 
country. Tt is true its value has grown up with the city around it, 
but to replace or relocate those functions there—it is the headquarters 
and nerve center of the Sixth Army area—It would require an outlay 
= additional funds if you were to transfer that installation somewhere 
else. 

Senator Stennis. No one in San Francisco has mentioned this to 
me, but it seems to me as the cities grow up they are entitled to the 

ace. 

General Seeman. The Army policy is that if it is provided with 
the facilities at some other point equally accessible and equally 
served by railroads, air and telephone lines, it is perfectly all right. 

Senator Stennis. That is a very fine attitude. It seems to me as 
the country grows older and the population increases, we are going 
to have to adopt a policy like that. 

I would not be for any real estate group scheme to do anything with 
any particular piece of property, but as a broad policy of meeting the 

— needs, it seems to me we are going to have to do something 
ike that. 


INCREASE IN OFFICER STRENGTH 


By the way, I want to ask you about one thing back here at Fort 
Ord. I notice where your personnel figures show an increase of 266 
in officer strength when you have a small decrease in the number of 
enlisted men and number of civilians. What is your explanation for 
that? That isan increase of nearly 20 percent. 

General Szeman. I have no ready explanation of that, Mr. Chair- 
man. It represents a reduction as the long-range plan presently 
stands compared with the present strength. 

Senator Stennis. No, it represents an increase in officer personnel, 
almost a standstill as to civilians. 

General Sreman. The total represents the same. It represents some 
adjustment in their planning figures as between one type of personnel 
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and the other, which I am not able to explain. We will provide it 
for the record. 

Senator Stennis. I do not think it is so important, but I did notice 
it, Put in an explanation there. In view of your request for family 
quarters I think you ought to explain it. 

General Seeman. I mentioned it was the center of that combat de- 
velopment experimentation center in which a number of civilians are 
employed there. It may represent a planning in the future to ac- 
complish more of that by military personnel because of the close re- 
lationship to combat functions. 

Senator Stennis. Colonel Evans will put something in the record 
on that. 

(The information referred to follows :) 

The long-range strength figures for Fort Ord are based upon a division being 


stationed there. The present mission as a training and combat development 
station requires less officers than it would if a division were actually there. 


MILITARY ACADEMY 


All right, we have covered the Presidio. The next item, please. 

General Seeman. That completes the continental armies. The next 
item is the U.S. Military Academy as indicated on page 314. 

There are four line items at West Point, the first two are new au- 
thorizations. Expansion and rehabilitation of a heating system at 
$715,000 and 156 company-grade family quarters, estimated to cost 
$5,588,000. 

The last two items were authorized—— 

Senator STeNnNis. Pardon me just a minute. What does company 
grade mean ? 

General Szeman. The company grade are the lieutenants and cap- 
tains, the junior officers who, of course, have the lower allocation of 
quarters dfintrines and they have families coming, so they are up 
against the greatest hardship when they try to find adequate quarters 
in the civilian community at some distance which requires them to 
commute. 

The local towns around the Military Academy are not large. They 
are constricted and small units. 

Senator Stennis. I can see that, but you do not have more cadets 
now than 10 years ago? 

General SzemaNn. They were given an increase in the total number 
of cadets during the war. I believe their authorized number of cadets 
now is 2,520. 

Senator Stennis. Here is $514 million for this housing. Just a few 
years ago you were crying that it was hard to get a little money for 
the ne of the old riding stable, the riding arena, whatever 
you call it. 

General Sreman. That is correct. With the need for horses dis- 
appearing 

enator Stennis. I know that, but I am talking about this money. 
| Are you certain this is what you need the big money for? 
You have $5.5 million for that and $4.9 miflion for cadet barracks. 


I thought your barracks were pretty slim when I was there but they 
| said that was the Army treating them to a lesson of austerity. 
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General Seeman. There area number of cadets living three and four 
men to a room. With the size of the room they have that really jg 
tremendous overcrowding. 

Then with this project they hope to get most of them in two-man 
rooms which is about the standard we have across the board for the 
various academies. 

For the family quarters, Colonel McCarty may have an exact 
figure, but over 370 married personnel still live off the post. When 
they have to commute from distances as far away as Newburgh, it is 
pretty rough, particularly during the wintertime when the highways 
are hazardous in that area. 

Senator Stennis. I do not say this critically, but I understand ex. 
cept for the field drill, that most of the military training that the 
cadets get comes after graduation. 

If that is true, I cannot understand why it takes so many officers 
there to operate the installation. 

General Sreman. It is primarily an academic college, institution, 
with military training after the academic day, during the academic 
year, and then in the summertime. 

But then the student after he graduates is assigned to the various 
branches. 

Senator Stennis. I know, but what do all these lieutenants and 
captains do there? What are their responsibilities? 

neral Sreman. They are instructors in English, mathematics, 
languages, all of the accepted courses of a college with a certain number 
of civilian specialists, particularly in the field of languages. 


CAPEHART HOUSING 


Senator Stennis. What about your Capehart. I think I remember 
' in the other committee but why did you not ask for Capehart 

ousing 

General Szeman. We had a Capehart project approved in planning 
and they tried it back and forth, up and down, tried to get within the 
$16,500 limitation, plus the $1,500 for offsite utilities, which is the limi- 
tation in the Capehart Act. 

It was absolutely impossible to do that. 

Then we studied the MCA possibilities. They had different types 
of projects which were planned. One of a rowhouse type, another 
one of a multistory apartment type, and then this one which we have 
now here, a number of duplex and triplex family quarters. 

This was concluded by the district engineer and the superintendent 
and his staff and the architect engineer as getting the most for the 
money considering all of the costs of utilities and services to the area. 


STATUTORY LIMITATION ON COST 


Senator Stennis. This is the one you lifted the statutory limitation 
on the cost, is it not ? 

General Seeman. Yes, sir; spelled out in broad daylight is the 
exact estimated cost and the fact that it is over the statutory limitation 


for company officers’ quarters as they would be built throughout the 
Army. 
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We do have that authority on individual projects on certain ones to 
exceed statutory costs by what we call the waiver, by going to the 
Secretary of Defense. 

That has been done on a number of occasions, but never on family 

uarters. 

Senator Stennis. Under this appropriated funds housing, the 
officers will not be paid their quarters allowance. 

General Szeman. That is correct, sir. 

Senator Stennis. I tell you, General, just as a layman sitting on 
the sideline looking at this parade pass by, we have to build suitable 
quarters for all the different services, boys of 18 years of age and 
train them in different lines. I think it is very easily understood 
why there is no more agreement among the services even when they 
get on up to the Chiefs of Staff. 

General Seeman. I was talking to one of the professors the other 
day. He just told me about talking to one of his young captain in- 
structors and asking him to consider staying for a fourth year. He 
stayed 3 years. 

He told me that the answer to him was, “Colonel, I am just not 
going to have my family living like that for another year. I am 
going to take my chances on my next assignment.” 

That indicates the seriousness with which these young men con- 
sider this sort of fringe benefits in their profession, care of their 
family, schooling, housing, of which I think you are well aware. 

Senator Stennis. The next item? 


CADET BARRACKS 


General Szeman. The next item at the Military Academy is the 
cadet barracks project for an estimated cost of $4,954,000. 

Senator Srennis. Your unit cost is high here, as I understand. 
You have a special problem of rock foundation ? 

General Seeman. Yes, sir; this is in the main barracks area on the 
site of the old hospital wing. It is a very restricted construction area 
in the first place. 

Second, as you mention, rock foundations are involved. 

Third, it has a relatively high construction cost index in that sec- 
tion of the country. Not only do you have the high cost incident to 
proximity to the metropolitan area of New York, but you have the 
fact that when you get right down to the construction there, there is 
no great labor pool and much of their cost involves commuting on 
the part of the labor too, into that area. 

This is a project you may remember was authorized last year and the 
Congress appropriated, approved for appropriation only 3.9 some- 
thing as opposed to the 4.9. 

Since that time we have completely restudied the project. An 
architect engineer—— 

Senator Stennis. You are talking about the barracks? 

General Seeman. Yes, sir; this barracks project. 

An architect engineer has been brought completely into the picture 
and this is based upon 20 percent proceeding along the way toward his 
complete design. So the cost estimate is really quite firm. 

Senator Stennis. How many cadets are you going to take care of ? 

General Seeman. This accommodates 526 men. 
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Senator Stennis. That is a little less than $10,000 per man. 
General Szeman. Yes, sir. 


CLASSROOM SPACE 


Senator Stennis. Are these the items you need most at the Acad- 
emy? What about your teaching space? Do you have plenty of 
teaching space there ? 

General Szeman. You may recall last year one of the items was 
modernization—— 

Senator Srennis. I remember that, the old riding hall? 

General Seeman. The riding hall was some years ago. As they 
moved their academic departments to the riding hall, the west acad- 
emic hall is available and is under construction now to be converted 
into barracks, moving along to the objective of reaching two men per 
room. 

This is the next stage and General Davidson’s master plan is to pro- 
vide these new barracks. 

Senator Stennis. You already have plenty of classroom instruc- 
tion space ? 

General Sreman. Yes, for the present. 

Senator Stennis. Are you planning to enlarge the number of cadets 
you have there? 

General Seeman. In planning for the future in the master plan 
there are several plans under consideration if the size of the corps is 
increased by appropriate legislation. But it is not a matter of their 
immediate master plan as this construction program is presented this 

ear. 
P Senator Stennis. The next item, please. 


SUMMER TRAINING FACILITIES AT CAMP BUCKNER 


General Seeman. The next item is a modernization of their summer 
training facilities at Camp Buckner, as shown on page 320. The esti- 
mated cost of this is $469,000. 

Senator Stennis. Where is that? 

General Seeman. Camp Buckner is a subinstallation on the post of 
West Point where the classes are given in summer military training 
in arms and tactics. 

Senator Srennis. What further program do you have at Camp 
Buckner? 

General Szreman. The entire program is a 3-year program of which 
this is the first increment. 

Camp Buckner presently is made up of a complex of buildings of 
which about half are some old CCC buildings. This first increment 
that we are asking for this year is to provide semipermanent construc- 
tion to replace these CCC buildings which have become completely 
deteriorated and in very serious condition. 

Senator Stennis. What is the idea? Is this going to develop ina 
modern setup ? 

SEMIPERMANENT BARRACKS 


General Sreman. These are semipermanent concrete block one-story 
barracks, with a central mess, and a small company supply and admin- 
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istration thing, just to accommodate the cadets during their summer 
training period out there on the range, in the troop area. 

Senator Srennis. Has there been any outside limit put on the 
cost of it? 

General Seeman. Any outside what? 

Senator Stennis. Outside limit, any ceiling put on the cost of the 
installation ? 

General Szeman. No, sir; there is-no ceiling on it. But they are 
naturally much less than the cost of permanent construction else- 
where. 

Senator Stennis. I am talking about it as an additional installa- 
tion. If it is just going to be an auxiliary for summer use, that is one 
thing, but if you are going to try to build it up into a complete project 
where you have to have all the supporting elements, that is another 
matter. 

General Seeman. It is not. It is served from the main post, to take 
care of the cadets during the summertime that go on there. There is 
no heating involved. 

Senator Srennis. You say this is the first increment of the 3-year 
program ? 

General Seeman. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. How much is the next 3 years? 

General Seeman. $1,357,000 is the total cost at the present time. 

Senator Stennis. The next item? 


ARMED FORCES SPECIAL WEAPONS PROJECT 


General Szeman. The next station involved is the Armed Forces 
special weapons project, as shown on page 322. 

As you know, the Army is the executive agency to support the 
Armed Forces Special Weapons Organization. There are three bases 
involved which have small items. 

The first, as shown on page 323, is Bossier Base, Louisiana, which 
had authorized last fiscal year a hobby shop. 

We are now asking for appropriation of $38,000 for that: shop at 
Bossier Base. 

As you know, Mr. Chairman, these men involved in that project 
are round-the-clock on duty sort of services and the security require- 
ments are quite high. So the maximum effort to keep them on the 
base under conditions which will give them the best morale is desirable. 

Senator Srennis. I think that is one of the best investments you 
can make, a hobby shop. 


KILLEEN BASE 


General Szeman. The next item is at Killeen Base, on page 325, the 
request also authorized in prior fiscal years is for a signal maintenance 
shop, estimated cost, $25,000. 


LAKE MEADE BASE, NEV. 


Then, finally, Lake Meade Base, Nev. They are requesting appro- 
priation approval of NCO-mess at $130,000. 
Senator Srennis. There is another name for that, Non-Commis- 
sioned Officers Club? 
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General Szeman. It is a club type of facility. 

Senator Stennis. Why do you not spell out what it is rather than 
saying it is open mess. Why do you describe it that way? The Army 
is supposed to have one good reason for everything it does. Now, 
what is the reason for doing it? 

General Szeman. I think there is something involved there where 
it is open to all transients and in connection with the allowances or re- 

ayment while they are in a temporary duty or travel status, they can 
be charged a certain amount and get proper credit for it both to the 
Government and to the individual. 

We have the same sort of title to the officers. The club at Fort 
Myer is called the Officers’ Open Mess. 

Senator Stennis. It is all right for you gentlemen to use that, you 
know what it means, but when you come up here you ought to put 
something down that we will understand, too. I think it is highly 
misleading just to say open mess on the books here. 

I think it is better to be frank about it, and say this is a noncom- 
missioned officers’ club where they eat, have refreshments, and social 
functions and so forth. That is what I found it to be. 

General Sreman. They tie their program for recreation, evenings 
and afternoons, into it and it is a proper way for administering and 
auditing their funds. 

Senator Stennis. All right, the next item ? 


Fort GREELY, ALASKA 


General Seeman. The next item is the Alaskan Command area, Mr. 
Chairman, as shown on page 329 there are appropriation requests for 
two stations, Fort Greely, which is covered on page 330; three line 
items. 

The first is a chapel at $584,000. 

The second, 40 sets of appropriated funds for family quarters. 

The third line item was approved in a prior fiscal year, it is a ve- 
hicle maintenance shop estimated to cost $927,000. 

Fort Greely, as you know, is the center of the Army Arctic test 
station, Arctic indoctrination station. It is about 100 miles down the 
Alcan Highway from Fairbanks, which is the nearest large city. It 
is really an isolated post in the full sense of the word. 

Senator Stennis. What do you do there? 

General Seeman. The Army tests all of the equipment for arctic and 
winter operations. It indoctrinates individuals, routine classes: it 
has certain mountain and ski training for the troops. 

It is the center for maneuvers in case certain units are flown up on 
a maneuver or moved up during the wintertime for adequate cold 
weather training, you know, the future is anybody’s guess, but it looks 
like we ought to be pretty well prepared in cold weather operation. 

Both our men and equipment and our weapons must be absolutely 
certain to operate in cold weather. 

a Stennis. Is that where you wear white suits out in the 
snow 

General Szeman. That is part of the winter camouflage uniform. 

Senator Stennis. You test out motors to see if the oil will freeze; 
is that correct? 
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General Seeman. That is right, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Is that where you have your dogs and dog teams? 

General Seeman. I am not sure whether they have any more dogs 
now. When I was up there in 1951 they gave up the dogs as a means 
of transportation. They might have some now. I think that the air 
rescue operations up in the Alaskan Area Air Command still in- 
cludes certain dog team support, but I do not believe the Army has 
any more. 

ashen Stennis. This is the first chapel you have ever had there? 
Initial occupancy I see, is 1942. 

General Seeman. No, sir; there is a frame or a quonset hut type 
chapel with Sunday school and other pertinent services carried out in 
other buildings. This is a permanent chapel to take care of their 
very serious needs. 

Senator Stennis. All right. Those look good to me. 

What is your next item? 


Fort RICHARDSON 


General Seeman. The next item is for Fort Richardson. It has 


only one item, a train-fire range, with which you are familiar, 
$391,000. 


Senator Stennis. The next item ? 
General Seeman. The next item is as shown on page 337, Army Air 
Defense Command tactical installation. 


FAMILY QUARTERS IN PITTSBURGH AREA 


This covers just two items, 80 sets of family quarters in the Pitts- 


burgh defense area at $1,646,000 and a Capehart project of 575 sets 
of quarters at various locations throughout the Army Air Defense 
Command. 

These are to support those units of the Air Defense Command which 
are deployed and on site and operational although they do not have 
these facilities which are seriously needed. 

Senator Stennis. Is this part of General Partridge’s setup? 

General Sreman. That is correct. General Partridge has the over- 
all North American Air Defense Command which is not only the 
joint, but combined headquarters. 

Under General Partridge is General Hart, who commands the 
Army element. 

It may be that General Kuter has succeeded General Partridge 
right now. I may be wrong on a specific fact. 

Senator Srennis. No, I do not think he has. I asked about that 
last Friday and he had not. 

Why are the family quarters there in the Pittsburgh area not Cape- 
hart, Colonel McCarty ? 

Colonel McCarry. Mr. Chairman, at the Pittsburgh site our cost 
estimates indicate it would not be possible to get a Capehart project 
within the statutory limits at this particular location. 

Senator Stennis. Why is that? 

General Sreman. The high construction cost in the area, sir, is the 
only reason. 

Senator Stennis. You mean the lots are going to cost so much? 
Where are these other family quarters going to be built, Capehart ? 
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General Sreman. As I see it, the estimate on page 338 indicates 
that the sets of quarters themselves, 20 company grade, and 60 NCO 
grade, at $1,074,000 are within the $16,500 Capehart limitation. 


UTILITIES 


It is the utilities item of $536,000 that is not capable of being funded 
within the other limitations of the Capehart program; that is the 
$1,500 per unit for the offsite utilities. 

This tactical installation is a joint one in the Pittsburgh area. 

Senator Stennis. What do you call utilities? When you use that 
term, to me that means electricity, water, sewage, and so forth. I do 
not know what it means to you. 

General Szeman. Electricity, water, sewage, and roads and tele. 
phone connections. 

Senator Stennis. Why is that so expensive ? 

General Sreman. It is at some distance away from any organized 
community that has those utilities provided, that we could tie in with. 

Senator Stennis. That means, then, that the land is not so ex. 
pensive ? 

General Szeman. That is true; the land would be less expensive 
than in a metropolitan area normally. 

Senator Stennis. I think, General, we ought to go to the regular 
appropriating process for getting these house, appropriation funds, 
. We have had this for several years back and forth. 

You have adopted another system, the administration has. 

General Szeman. Our next item, Mr. Chairman, is for 575 Cape- 
hart units at various locations. 

Senator Stennis. I think one of the reasons you adopted the other 
system is to keep it from being reflected in the budget. I do not see 
how any man who has been in Congress can think of anything else. 

In other words, it is easier to get these houses if you do not have to 
appropriate the money. 

Now, the Congress adopted that system, but it put some ceilings 
on it. Does this mean you are going to have a pattern here that when 
you cannot get within the ceiling you are going to ask for appro- 
priated funds? 

I do not think we ought to adopt a policy of that kind, General. 
We ought to be going back to the appropriated funds or stay with 
our own pattern. That is what you asked for and you got it; the 
Capehart pattern. 

When you cannot live within it, you come back and say you have 
to have the other one. 

General Szeman. It all depends, Mr. Chairman, on the seriousness 
of the need and the priority. If it is a desperately needed one which 
is needed by an operational feature and we feel that we can give up 
from our scant construction budget for those sets of family quarters, 
even though, as you may see from the next item we still depend for 
the large volume on the Capehart, it is a matter of very serious de- 
cision, I assure you. 

Those relatively few which we fully spell out, West Point, Fort 
Greely, and this item, they are special situations where the costs are 
such—— 
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Senator Stennis. I thought you made some distinction as to West 
Point. Of course, Fort Greely is highly exceptional. That is the one 
up at Big Delta? 

General Seeman. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. We cannot set a pattern for that except in very 
strange conditions. 

It seems to me like a new policy is required. 

General Seeman. We have one other to come up. 

Senator Stennis. What is this other one? 


Fort SHAFTER, HAWAII 


General Szeman. Fort Shafter in Hawaii, which is a very special 
situation which we will mention when we come to it. 

Senator Stennis. I am not convinced on this one because it is not 
in a congested area, it is not high priced real estate, and it is just 
that the utilities are exceptional. 

I thought we understood you were going to take conditions as you 
find them and you would average out throughout the Nation. 

You save money on the construction of Capehart housing in the 
South, do you not, because of climatic conditions? 

General Srrman. In general, certain costs are less in one part of 
the country than in another. It depends on the individual circum- 
stances a good deal, your heating is probably less in the South on 
certain occasions when you get into requirements—— 

Senator Stennis. You know it is less, do you not, and considerably 
less? 

General Seeman. Yes. 

Senator Stennis. We do not have to stormproof and so forth the 
houses there against the weather as you do in the North. 

It seems to me you ought to try to squeeze in these 80 units with 
any Cepehart averages since you espouse the cause of the Capehart 
‘system. 

What do you say to that, Colonel ? 

Colonel McCarry. We can try it, Mr. Chairman. I don’t think 
we will have any luck in this particular instance though. 

General Seeman. Normally every one of these cases is studied with 
a view to the possibility of funding by the Capehart process before 
weever make a decision to come in. 

Senator Stennis. I do not want you to be left without needed facil- 
ities, but what was it you said now about you might be able to do it, 
you might not? 

Colonel McCarry. Due to the high utility cost, Mr. Chairman, it 
appears impossible because we cannot exceed the $1,500 statutory 
limit. That means our total off-site utility cost could not exceed 
$120,000 in this particular instance. 

Our tentative estimate is a total of $572,000. So we are a long 
ways apart on the surface. 

Senator Stennis. These 80 houses, are they far removed from any 
other project, way out somewhere from any other military project? 
How far are they from the Capehart installations? 

42550—59——11 
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MISSILE MASTER SITE 


Colonel McCarry. There are no Capehart projects in the immedi- 
ate vicinity,sir. This isa missile master site, sir. 

General Seeman. It is 15 to 20 miles from the metropolitan area 
of Pittsburgh. There is no other military installation close by. Both 
the district engineer and the FHA have estimated and concluded that 
the cost of providing the access and utilities to this site would exceed 
the $1,500 per unit. 

Senator Stennis. Is there anything further you wish to say, sir. 

General Sreman. Nothing on this project. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

General Seeman. The next station is the joint communications 
center indicated on pages 341 and 342. It is construction of addi- 
tional facilities at $6,300,000. It has a classified supporting sheet 
on page 10 of your classified book. 

Senator Srennis. All right. Mark that. How many more books 
does the Army have here? 

General Seeman. We have book 3 coming and classified. 

Senator Stennis. We will try to take up the classified immediately 
after concluding the regular one. 

General Seeman. The joint communications center, as you knov, 
Mr. Chairman, is a Department of Defense overall project. which in- 
volves classified functions. 

Senator Stennis. Yes. Let us go to the next book, please, sir. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Stennis. General, I do not know when we will get through 
with the Army. We are not going to rush you, but you make memo- 
randums now of things that we are skipping over and leaving off 
and we will have all that at the end. We will have an executive 
session, so you will not have to be coming back especially for that. 
We will have it today, if possible. 

General Sreman. Book 3 starts with the Pacific area, sir. On page 
345 is an item of land acquisition. This is the single item of land ac- 
quisition except for some small amounts in our surface to air missile 
program for certain radar sites. 

Senator Stennis. I think you have covered that. 

General Sreman. This is an item we discussed last year we have cut 
down the size of it somewhat. 

Senator Srennis. I see that. 


SCHOFIELD BARRACKS 


General Sreman. The next item is Schofield Barracks on page 348. 
Senator Stennis. That is your usual train fire? 

General Szeman. Train fire and a chapel. 

Senator Stennis. All right, the next item. 


Fort SHAFTER 


General Szeman. The next item is Fort Shafter, a fire station esti- 
mated to cost $177,000 and the item of MCA family quarters, 64 units, 
estimated to cost $2,472,000. 

Senator Stennis. What is your special exception there? 
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General Seeman. This is a rather small number of quarters for the 
higher ranking officers in the command area. There are 2 general 
oficer’s quarters, 24 Colonel’s quarters, and 38 field grade. That total 
is 64 of those accommodations which cannot be provided within the 
$16,500 limitation of the Capehart Act. 

Senator Stennis. How much will this cost per family quarters? 

Colonel McCarry. Mr. Chairman, it is $28,825 per unit without 
utilities and. including utilities it is $38,620 per unit, average. 

Senator Stennis. Is that within your formula ? 

Colonel McCarry. That is within the statutory authority for MCA 
quarters of these grades, sir, in oversea areas. The law states that 
the average cost of oversea quarters will not exceed $32,000 and our 
$28,825 compares to that $32,000 statutory limitation, sir. 


HicH Costs In HAWAII 


Senator Srennis. You do not call Hawaii overseas any more, do 
ou! Itisa State now. 

Colonel McCarry. That is correct, sir. 

General Seeman. All we have is that it is a relatively high cost 
area. 

Senator Stennis. What is your cost as compared to the United 
States ? 

General Skeeman. May I ask Mr. Zackrison ? 

Mr. Zacxrison. 1.35 for Hawaii. 

General Szeman. They now have 625 sets of quarters at Shafter, 
but only 135 of them are permanent construction. The rest of them 
are some Lanham Act and some dating from World War I, which 
from climate and termite destruction are in serious condition. 


Fort BUCKNER ON OKINAWA 


The next station is Fort Buckner on Okinawa, as indicated on page 
356, one item, ‘Train Fire range. 
Senator Stennis. All right, proceed with the next one. 


KOREAN PROJECTS 


The next command area is the 8th Army in Korea as indicated on 
pages 358 and 359. A Train Fire range at $130,000; a dispensary at 

ague, $90,000, a laboratory for their hospital at $135,000. 

Senator Stennis. What page are you reading on ? 

General SkEeMAN. Page 358. 

Then an airplane maintenance center facilities at $649,000; and 
BOQ’s at one of the stations estimated at $450,000; maintenance and 
storage facility for $300,000; a cold storage facility at one of the 
port areas, $1,276,000. 

Certain classified facilities at $500,000. POL facilities, $250,000. 
Some miscellaneous classified facilities at $1,061,000. 

POL facilities, also, at $531,000. 

_ Then authorized in previous fiscal years there are four carryover 
items. Ammunition storage item at $983,000 at one station; addi- 
tional ammunition storage at another station, $132,000. 

Some troop facilities at $510,000, and two 168-man barracks in 
the Seoul area for $240,000. 
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Senator Stennis. General, you have a memorandum at the bot- 
tom of page 358. It says spaces for 682 men will be demolished, 
What does that refer to? What item? 

General Seeman. These are probably the tar paper covered frame, 
or quonset huts. 

Senator Stennis. You mean they will be demolished if new units 
are built? 

General Sreman. If this project is approved and built, the BOQ 

roject. 

y Benito Srennis. I see. I could not find the asterisk here. 

I tell you, I have never scrutinized very closely the items you re- 
quest for Korea. That is more or less of a military outpost as I look 
at it under very severe conditions, as I understand, inadequate facili- 
ties, hardship assignments. 

General Sreman. You will recall the first authorizations and appro- 
priations for that were a matter of grave urgency and emergency. 

Senator Stennis. Yes. Here is what I am coming to: Here is 72 
million for 1 year. Now, is this part of a larger program, or is this 
the end of the requests? I mean foreseeable future? 

General Sreman. It is part of the authorized program. 

How long it is carried on depends on how long you can make your 
existing structures last. 

As it is extended, of course, we are rebuilding different. stages of 
use and deterioration, the amenities of the living conditions there 
will require review from time to time to determine whether you can 
continue the old or must replace. 

Senator Stennis. I know, but you do not have any present plans 
now for big $50 million installations, or $25 million ? 

General Seeman. That is correct. 

Senator Stennis. Or anything like that ? 

General Sreman. That is correct. 

There is no present plan for any augmentation or expansion in- 
volved overall. Any changes now will be dependent upon any 
changes in deployment or any new weapons, possibly. 

Senator Stennis. So far as you know you will not expect to ask 
for anything next year for this area? 

General Seeman. Not under the present plan. It will be just ad- 
justment to the requirements. 

Colonel Evans indicates that our present thinking is in the $4 
million bracket area for next year. 

Senator Stennis. Well, you are thinking about that, not asking. 

General Seeman. I was thinking whether you were asking about 
an augmentation of any kind, or any further new program. 

Senator Stennis. What is your thinking, Colonel Evans, on the 
1961 budget? What do you have in view there? 

Colonel Evans. I don’t have any detailed view at the time, sir. 
We can continue to expect that there will be some additional replace- 
ments of these things General Seeman already mentioned, the won 
out quonsets and other military facilities. 
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Senator Stennis. Is it classified as to how many military person- 
pel we have located here ? 


TOTAL PERSONNEL IN KOREA 


General Seeman. It is shown on page 358. The total strength at 

resent as of the date of this estimate, is 67,338, of all types, officers, 
enlisted, and civilian. ; 

Senator Stennis. I see. It looks to me like this is a mighty big 

rogram, unless it is just the beginning of a new one. 

You do not think so ¢ 

Colonel Evans. No, sir. As General Seeman pointed out, we have 
adjustments in the troop strength and any adjustments in weaponry 
and this incremental improvement of existing facilities. 

Senator Stennis. Let me be certain I understand what you are ask- 
ing for in the 8th Army. 

On page 359 your total there is $7.2 million. 

General Sreman. That is it. That is the total for the 8th Army 
area in Korea. 

We covered all of those individual items on that summary sheet. 
The individual backup sheets follow. 

Senator Stennis. Without stopping to examine each one too closely, 
you say that all of these items were for the 8th Army replacement ! 

General Seeman. Yes, replacement, readjustment. 

Senator Stennis. Replacement, readjustment, and they are all you 
consider bedrock, essential requirements ? 

General Seeman. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Go to your next item, please. 


CARIBBEAN AREA 


General Sreman. The next command area is the Caribbean shown 
on page 377. 
There is just one item, a Train-Fire range at an estimated cost of 
$298,000. 
Then on page 379 is a sewage, sort of a joint sewage disposal proj- 
oct, for which the Army is responsible, covering a total of $1 mil- 
on—— 
Senator Stennis. 379? 
General Seeman. 379; yes, sir. 
An estimated cost of $1,060,000. 


PANAMA PROJECTS 


General Seeman. In the Panama area there are two projects. First 
is a Train-Fire range on 377 for Fort Kobbe and on page 379 a joint 
sewage disposal system which was authorized in prior years. 

It provides for a certain item for the Air Force at Allbrook and 
Diablo Heights, certain Navy tie-in from Balboa-Amador, and our 
three Army stations. 

The entire project will be constructed under the cognizance of the 
Panama Canal Zone Administration, but it requires the authorization 
and funding by the military. 
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Senator Stennis. Is that the system we have been using ? 

General Seeman. For a complex project like this; yes, sir; which- 
ever agency has the appropriate resources. 

Senator Stennis. I know in public works appropriations we have 
the regular budget for the Panama Canal Company. 

General Seeman. Yes, that is separate. 

Senator Srennis. All right, the next item. 


EUROPEAN COMMAND AREA 


General Seeman. The next command area is the European Com- 
mand area, starting on page 382. It is broken down into the three 
subgroups of the line of communications in France and Germany and 
then Italy. 

The first item for the line of communications on page 383 has train- 
fire range at $140,000. Some family quarters and community sup- 
port under the surplus commodity legislation. 

Then three items authorized in prior fiscal years, a warehouse in 
the Metz Depot area, estimated at $1,185,000. 

Roads and hardstands to support that area, at an estimated cost of 
$268,000, and then, finally, an item of general depot facilities esti- 
mated to cost $2,880,000. 

Total cost of LOC, France, $4,473,000. 

Senator Stennis. General, there are two questions that come to my 
mind. For this depot and warehouse, can you not rent space over 
there for that purpose ? 

General Seeman. The matter of, first, finding space adequate for 
our operations in the right area and then its maintenance in a reason- 
able degree of security, without having a lot of little piece meal 
things around various localities, is a serious one. 

The conclusion has been, first, to get the area we have to have, to go 
to places where the area was available and not within a built-up area. 

As you know, on the continent the streets are narrow and our heavy 
vehicles are hard on the roads and the streets. This represents the 
best judgment and the decision on the command as to the proper 
location for these installations. 

Senator Srennis. My second point is: Why not build these with 
surpvlus commodities the same as you do family quarters? 

General Sreman. My understanding is that the surplus commodity 
legislation does not provide for military installations. 

Senator Stennis. That is right: it is limited. 

General Seeman. We do provide to the maximum for any domestic 
family quarters in any community facilities, but as far as the military 
requirements are concerned, it is not authorized. 


SURPLUS COMMODITY ACT 


Senator Srennts. Does the military oppose military construction 
items beine included in the Surplus Commodity Act? 

General Seeman. I know of no policy. 

General Hutcutson. I know of none, either. 

Senator Stennis. That is Public Law 480 that we are talking about. 
I got the idea that the military was not too enthusiastic about it, that 
von thoneht vou could do a better job with the money. I can see a lot 
of logic in that. 
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General Seeman. There would be some areas of classification on our 
newer weapons where you would not want to throw it into extra cir- 
cles of approval and determination which would be involved with 
surplus commodities and other Government agencies. 

Senator Stennis. I think we ought to try harder to establish a pol- 
icy, though, on the separate commodity items of a sound kind, rather 
than send out hard money every time. 

You say the European Command is on page 383. Does that mean 
NATO or are these prospects outside NATO ? 

General Seeman. These are the Army support of its own 7th 
Army and its required joint effort to support the missions of our com- 
bined commands. 

Senator Srennis. This is not NATO money in any way? That 
comes in a separate bill ? 

General Sepman. That is correct. 


WAREHOUSE NEAR METZ 


Senator Stennis. This warehouse you say, and the general depot 
facilities, are going to be built outside and beyond the city of Metz? 
General Seeman. That is correct, sir. It is not right in the city. 
There is a classified page 13 supporting that particular item, sir. 
Senator Stennis. All right, put it down, Mr. Clerk. 


PROJECTS IN GERMANY 


General Srerman. The next item is the German segment of our 
requirements starting on page 391. Train-Fire range facilities at 
various locations to meet the 7th Army requirement at total of 
$1,113,000. Then on page 393 at the Bad Kreuznach area, there are 
four items. In addition to their motor maintenance shop of $38,000, 
an extension to the laundry at $34,000; and central heating plants at 
two barracks areas, estimated to cost $525,000 and $373,000, respec- 
tively. 

Mr. Chairman, there will be a number of these central heating plants 
inthe barracks areas. They are to replace the multitudinous small pot- 
bellied and so-called stoves in this area. 

Senator Stennis. Yes. What page are you on now, General ? 

General Sreman. Page 393. 

Senator Stennis. Well, I am still on page 391, the train-fire range 
facilities, $1,100,000. That seems to be a rather expensive setup. 

General Seeman. This is more than a range at one location, Mr. 
Chairman. This is a bulk item for all of the 7th Army areas for their 
various units, depending on wherever they have a range requirement 
tohandle all of the troops in that particular area. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 


CENTRAL HEATING PLANT PROJECTS 


General Seeman. Three hundred and ninety-three was the Bad 
Kreuznach area we were discussing. A typical description of a 
central heating plant project is on page 396. 

Senator Stennis. Do you have the unit cost of construction, the 
U.S. comparative cost ? 
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General Sreman. They are not directly comparable because in the 
overseas area we do not build permanent construction to the same 
standards as we do here. As shown on page 393 the inventory there 
is made up of a large portion of facilities furnished by the foreign 
government or leased from the foreign government. 

So we make maximum use of the facilities available, making such 
modifications only as are necessary to meet our requirements. 

Senator Stennis. Well, I was not in this area last year, but around 
the Munich area I certainly was well impressed with the 7th Army, 

General Moses is at Munich, or was at that time. I enjoyed meeting 
him very much. 

Now, is there anything that you should call to my special attention 
in all these areas here, page 393 on? 


ADDITIONS TO DEPENDENTS’ SCHOOLS 


General Seeman. There is another type of construction we are 
requesting this year, Mr. Chairman, additions to our dependents’ 
schools. 

The matter of satisfaction of the family conditions and the ade- 
quate schools for the rapidly growing school population. The explo- 
sion of the birth rate in the forties is hitting the services just as it is 
our civilian communities. 

You will find a number of individual school additions, dependents’ 
schools, in this program. 


MAINTENANCE OF MECHANICAL WEAPONS 


In general there is another type of facility involved. A good deal 
of the maintenance of our mechanical weapons is being done in the 
open, still, both open to the elements from above and congested from 
the matter of roadways and hardstands from the ground. 

So that there are a number of items of hardstand to get the com- 
bat-loaded vehicles out of barracks and into appropriate maintenance 
and marshaling areas. That is another character of item that we have 
in this program. 

Senator Stennis. Well, the school buildings I saw around Munich 
were just like a dream. They were better than the average school- 
child has here. I was very glad to see them, you understand. There 
were no complaints there about them. 

General Seeman. Wherever they have a modern building, it is not 
SRR TRE and there are a number of those, there is no question 
about it. 

Senator Stennis. I talked to the teachers and was very much im- 
pressed with them. 

Allright, the next item. 


CONTRIBUTION BY GERMAN REPUBLIC 


General Hurcutson. Mr. Chairman, you recall those buildings were 
built from deutschemarks contributed to the United States by the 
German Federal Republic. They were built at no cost to the US. 
taxpayer. 

The German people wanted reasonably good facilities because even- 
tually they hope to take these facilities over. 
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Senator Stennis. You are talking about those in Munich? 

General Sreman. Yes, sir. We actually built hundreds of millions 
of dollars worth equivalent from deutschemarks contribution which 
did not cost the taxpayers anything. 

Senator Stennis. Yes, I remember that program. Can you not 
oa an idea about the relative cost of construction we are doing 
now 

COST OF MATERIALS IN GERMANY 


GENERAL SEEMAN. As a rough gage we would say that the cost of 
materials in Germany is about the same as the cost of materials in 
the United States, but the cost of labor in construction was about 25 
percent of what it was in the United States. 

In other words, the labor here was four times as much as it was 
there. However, I think the labor costs have gone up some in Ger- 
many since that time. 

Mr. Zacxrison. Mr. Chairman, the costs in Germany now are ap- 

roximately the same as they are in the United States. They might 

95 to 100 percent of the cost. 

Senator Stennis. For these types of projects? 

Mr. Zackrison. That is right. 

Senator Stennis. Thank you, sir. 

General Seeman. The next command area is the U.S. Army Logis- 
tical Command in Italy, which starts on page 457. 

Senator Srennis. All this German construction is of the general 
type you start describing on page 382 ? 

General Sreman. It started on page 382, sir, of the overall European 
area. 

Specifically in Germany it started on page 391. 

Senator Stennis. Well, is the general pattern the same? That is 
what I want to know? 

General Sreman. Yes, sir. 


PROJECTS AT FRANKFURT 


Senator Stennis. What are you asking for at Frankfurt? Let us 
turn to page 409 for a minute. 

General Seeman. In the Frankfurt area on page 409 our ammuni- 
tion storage bunkers at $324,000. 

Roads and hardstands at $213,000, and a fence and gatehouse for 
adequate security, $45,000. 

Senator Stennis. That is all you are asking for? 

General Seeman. At that Frankfurt post. 

Senator Stennis. What is the next item there, Frankfurt Garmisch, 
page 413? 


GARMISCH AREA 


General Sreman. 413 is the Garmisch area. An elementary school 
of the character that I mention. One of the big problems in this 
| elementary school area is the inspection of facilities which are required 
_ in order that the students properly be credited for their work when 
_ they come hack to the United States, that they don’t find some of their 
_ credits taken away from them for not being secured in an adequate 
installation. 
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As you know, that Association of Colleges and Association of See. 
ondary Schools has certain standards. This is one of our problems 
in overseas areas where we have families, to provide them so that they 
will meet the minimum standards. 

Senator Srennis. Of the physical facilities? 

General Seeman. Yes. 

You know, they require, particularly in the high school, they require 
certain minimum laboratories, for example, and populations not to 
exceed a certain number of students per room. 

In the elementary grades it is generally 30 to 35. In the high school, 
of course, the pertinent facilities of laboratories and things ‘Tike that, 
rounded out. 

Senator Stennis. Well, we are great people for standards except for 
mental attainment standards. 

I understand these children who come over here from Europe, are 
about two grades ahead of our children in their classes on an age basis, 

General Seeman. It would depend too, on the localities. 

Senator Stennis. Do you not hear that as a general proposition, 
that they are ahead of us; more advanced in their schooling than we 
are ? 

General Seeman. You hear crosscurrents. Sometimes you hear one 
side; sometimes you hear the other. 

Senator Srennts. I think that is generally understood, General. | 
think our academic people more or less put that in their reports. I do 
not know that all of the children are at that level. 

General Sreman. It depends a good deal on the caliber of the indi- 
vidual teachers often. 

Senator Stennis. I remember I was impressed when I went to 
Heidelberg University inGermany. I did not believe they were shovw- 
ing me the right institution because the buildings they have at Heidel- 
berg are over a hundred years old, and we would reject them according 
to these standards you are talking about. They did not want to give 
credit to someone because the labor atory did not meet the requirement. 

It is one of the great places of learning. 

General Seeman. I have heard some individuals express them- 
selves about Oxford and Cambridge, that is if some of our college 
students went to accommodations of that type the atmosphere would be 
different. 

Senator Stennis. Well, you have a school building in Garmisch. 
What else do you have in Garmisch ? 

General Sreman. That is the only item at Garmisch, sir. 


RECRUITMENT OF TEACHERS 


Senator Stennis. Do you know where you get your teachers? The 
officers’ wives teach some, do they not? Then do you not have an 
exchange program of some kind? That is incidental, but I would 
just like to know. 

General Sreman. The teachers are recruited similarly to any civilian 
employment in the overseas area, under the civil service system. 

Seantor Stennis. Do not some of the wives of the officers teach! 

General Seeman. Very much, sir. In some of the overseas areas 
where they are accomplished or "accredited teachers, they are put on 
either full time or part time. 
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Senator Srennis. Very good. 

Is there anything else in this German picture you think you ought 
to call to our attention ? 

General Seeman. No, sir; I don’t know of anything else special. 

Senator Stennis. All right, go to Italy, please. 


ITALIAN Logistics COMMAND AREA 


General SreMAN. The Italian Logistics Command area starts on 
page 457. 

Senator Srennis. What is the total amount you propose for 
Germany ¢ 

General Seeman. The total amount proposed for Germany is $15,- 
199,000, and the total amount for Italy, the next item, is $1,054,000. 

Senator Stennis. Have we been having a comparable program for 
Germany during the past 4 or 5 years, or is this stepped up volume? 

General SremMan. No, sir; this is in the same bracket, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Stennis. It has been running about this pace, $15 million 
per year ? 

General Seeman. This is somewhat higher, I think, probably re- 
flecting certain international tensions and requirements of the com- 
mand at the present time. 

General Hurcnison. I think this reflects the discontinuance of the 
German contribution of deutschemarks. We are no longer getting 
any deutschemarks for construction. 

Senator Srennis. That part went out about 2 or 3 years ago? 

General Hurcuison. Yes, sir; about 2 years ago. 

Senator Stennis. All right, General. 


PROJECTS IN ITALY 


General Seeman. In the Italian command area there are four line 
items : 

Cold storage plant extension at Camp Darby, estimated to cost 
$287,000. 

Eight ammunition igloos, estimated to cost $411,000. 

An ordnance magazine at $177,000, and fencing for the ammunition 
area at $45,000. ; 

You remember the complex for the Italian Logistical Command is a 
port area, a communication line, and then a command area with cer- 
tain aviation support facilities and the tactical special weapons com- 
mand station. 

There is a supporting classified sheet on page 14. 

Senator Srennis. Pardon me just a moment. Let me ask you, was 
General Michaelis on duty in this area when this installation was 
initiated ? 

General Sreman. I believe he commanded it about 3 or 4 years ago, 
sir. 

General Fischer, I think, is the most recent commander. 

Senator Srennis. I have been in this area, but it was before very 
much was done on this particular program. 

Allright, the next item. 


General Sreman. Page 462. That is part of the U.S. Army Logis- 
tical Command in Italy. 
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Page 462 there are small items of prior authorization, motor main. 
tenance shop and hardstand. 
Senator Stennis. Next item, please, page 465. 


DEPENDENTS SCHOOL IN ITALY 


General Szeman. Then dependents school. This is one installation 
in Italy for an extension of the dependent school, estimated to cost 
$103,000. It is for dependents, children of the families of officers and 
enlisted men there. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

General Seeman. That completes the European Command area, 
sir. 

SECURITY INSTALLATIONS OVERSEAS 


Our next item is the Army Security Agency overseas, starting on 
page 469. The total amount for the Army Security Agency overseas 
is $9,969,000, and is in six locations. 

Senator Stennis. Excuse me just a minute, please, sir. 

All right, General. 

General Sreman. It is in six locations. They are itemized on page 
468. 

The first of those is located on Okinawa as indicated on page 469. 

There is a triservice processing center at $1,250,000, an operations 
building addition at $205,000; a motor pool shop and park, $24,000. 

Post engineer shop and office at $21,000. 

A small general purpose warehouse at $42,000. 

A dispensary at $4,000. 

A headquarters building at $205,000. 

A conversion of mess halls over to barracks, at $100,000, and certain 
barracks, additional barracks, at $808,000. 

A consolidated mess at $337,000. 

A chapel at $145,000. 
oe club and theater at $306,000. And a post exchange at 

4,000. 

This is, as you can determine from the character of the thing, a 
small integrated, rather isolated location and it is a joint facility 
now under Department of Defense auspices where all three services 
participate in the activities of this station. 


LAND PROBLEM IN OKINAWA 


Senator Stennis. We had some trouble over there about the land. 

General Sreman. The land problem in Okinawa involves all the 
services, the Air Force to a considerable extent more than the Army. 
It is a much bigger problem than just in regard to the Army Security 
Agency facility. 

As you know, Mr. Chairman, the practices in foreign countries are 
not the same as in the United States. The indigenous people do not 
buy and sell Jand in the same way that we do. So there was a large 
land acquisition program, but essentially it is a short- or long-term 
lease proposition. 

There is no additional land acquisition as such involved in these 
programs. These are all on existing parcels used by the military. 
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Senator Stennis. Now, this is an installation on which you have 
$3.8 million already. How much are you asking for in this bill? 

General Sreman. $3,531,000 for this particular installation. 

Senator Stennis. You do not show your personnel strength here. 

General Seeman. No, sir; that is classified. It would involve per- 
sonnel from other services. 

Senator Stennis. Well, we had better mark this down for special 
proof at the executive session. 

Is there anything you want to say especially about these in open 
session 

Colonel NEtson. No, sir; it is pretty difficult for me to discuss it in 
open session. 

Senator Srennis. All right, Colonel, we will hear you in executive 
session, then. 

Thank you very much. 

Colonel Netson. Thank you very much. 

Gonstar Srennis. Is there anything further in the open session 
on it ? 

General Szeman. Not on this. 

Senator Stennis. The next item. 


STATION IN ERITREA 


General SremAn. The next one is shown on page 485, a station in 
Eritrea. There are two line items, enlisted men’s barracks without 
mess, $341,000. 

MCA family quarters at $1,117,000. 


This, too, is an area where the Army is responsible for providing 
certain of the facilities of a general nature. Where any specific serv- 
ice has facilities necessary for its specific technical mission, it is re- 
sponsible for budgeting for that. 

But we have to provide for the barracks, mess, and general facili- 
ties. 


STATION IN NORTHERN JAPAN 


The next station is shown on page 488. It is a station in northern 
Japan where two items, the first two items for vehicle storage and a 
headquarters building, are requested to be funded by appropriated 
MCA funds, but the remaining item of a family quarters and com- 
munity facilities are being requested under the surplus commodity 
program. 

Senator Stennis. Just a minute, General. 


PUBLIC LAW 480 PROVISIONS 


Is Public Law 480, which is the surplus commodity law, broader 
and more inclusive by its terms for Japan than it is for Europe, or 
isthis difference due to the practical application ? 

General Seeman. No, sir; it is the same for all parts of the world, as 
I understand it. 

Senator STeNNIs. You can build a fire station in Japan under it; 
why can you not build it elsewhere ? 

General Seeman. This is a fire station to support the living area, 
the family and barracks area. 
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Senator Stennis. It is tied in with the family setup, the commu- 
nity idea anyway ? 

General Sreman. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. You would not object to that law being amended 
to apply to strictly military installations, would you ? 

General Seeman. Not as far as getting the resources are concerned, 

From a security standpoint, there might be some question as to the 
propriety of laying out all of your plans with other foreign govern- 
ments which would be involved. 

Senator Stennis. You would not object to the law being amended 
so as to make surplus commodities eligible? 

General Sreman. No, sir. 

Senator Stennis. As payment for warehouses and other military 
installations ? 

General Seeman. That is correct. 


DETENTION FACILITIES 


Senator Stennis. On page 488, you say this is all connected with 
the community idea? You have a provost marshal’s office, detention 
facilities. Does that mean guardhouses ? 

General Seeman. Only in this living area where you would have a 
sort of compound and security area to prevent the ingress of unau- 
thorized people. 

Senator Stennis. I do not read it that way. Detention facilities. 
That sounds to me like a jail. 

Colonel Netson. Mr. Chairman, this particular program, provost 
marshal’s office, is such that it would be situated at the entrance to the 
installation. 

In order to conserve manpower we have added the detention facili- 
= to it, sir. Our installations must be guarded, of course, 24 hours 
a day. 

Senator Stennis. It is primarily a provost marshal’s office and 
setup ¢ 

Colonel Netson. That is correct, sir. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

It is interesting to read this. I would like to look at it. 

On page 489, there is no dollar extension there so your money item 
is in the column filled out which is five columns from the edge, new 
eereannns requested, top item milk processing plant, 6,700; is 
that it? 

Colonel Netson. That is right. 

Senator Stennis. There are no zeros to be added ? 

Colonel Netson. That is square feet. 

Senator Stennis. That is not dollars? 

Colonel Netson. Mr. Chairman, the total of the surplus commodity 
program is $3,917,000. 

Senator Stennis. Where does this show up on your record here. 

Colonel Netson. It does not show up on the record, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Why did you not put it down ? 

General Szeman. It was not required at the time. We can furnish 
it for the record. We have detailed costs of each one of these items. 

(The information referred to follows :) 
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The estimated cost of the facilities to be funded by surplus commodity is as 
follows: 


ee -””0—_C (RS a 


Scope | Thou- Scope | Thou- 
(square} sand (square} sand 
feet) | dollars feet) | dollars 


Family quarters 

PE shops and office ; 2 || Commissary 

Cold storage..------ ee , 425 Gas station 
Dispensary ee 2 Service club 

Fire station , 6S NCO open mess._-- 
Provost marshal office E 7 Boiler plant 
Dependent school a 

Milk processing plant 


BACHELOR OFFICERS QUARTERS 


Senator Stennis. I think it ought to be in the record. 

General Seeman. All right, sir. 

The last four items are reverting to prior authorizations as shown 
on page 489, an operations building addition at $50,000. 

Three barracks and a consolidated mess, for 220 men, at $1,346,000. 

And a BOQ with an officers’ mess at $98,000. 

And utilities to support this area, $339,000. 

Senator Stennis. How many men and officers does this building 
take care of ? 

General Sreman. The BOQ? 

Senator Stennis. Yes. I am looking at page 489. 

Colonel Netson. It provides bachelor quarters for eight bachelor 
officers, plus the officers open mess which, as you brought up before, 
is an officer’s club. 

Senator Stennis. Which is primary and which is incidental? Is it 

rimarily a bachelor’s quarters with an incidental open mess, or is 
it primarily an open mess with some incidental bachelor officer’s 
quarters ? 

General SreMan. It is a mess and 8 additional BOQ spaces to add 
on to the existing project of 12 BOQ’s. There will be a total of 
20 BOQ’s with the supporting mess, sir. 

Senator Stennis. The next item? 

General Sreman. The next item is on page 513, Mr. Chairman, a 
classified location. It has three items. A project for 114 family 
quarters. All of these are authorized in prior fiscal years. 

A dependent school and a commissary totaling $2,563,000. 

There are other facilities at this station now under construction. 
Our original request for the family quarters was to match an existing 
authorization of 187. 

Senator Stennis. What page are you on now? 

General Sreman. Page 513 and supporting pages follow. 

Senator Stennis. This is all classified, is it not ? 

General Seeman. Yes, sir; beyond what is shown on pages 514, 
515, and 516, is classified ; that is the strength and the exact location. 

Senator Stennis. According to this I do not even know where it is. 

General Seeman. That is correct. 

Senator Stennis. I would rather take up all these classified over- 
sea items in executive session. 
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General Seeman. We can take it up in executive session any time 
you wish, sir. 
Senator Stennis. The next item? 


ACCESS ROAD 


General Szeman. The next item is page 517, a small item for an 
access road to ths airfield in the area, $110,000. 

Senator Stennis. We might well put this on the same basis. We 
might have a question about it. 

neral Szeman. That is correct. The present road to this thing 

is not an all-weather road. It is narrow; you can’t pass on it. It was 
determined that this was urgently required. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

General Seeman. The next station is page 519. It is actually shown 
in Korea. There are two items there. 

Senator Srennis. I think that is all right. The next item. 

General Szreman. Operations building and three barracks. 

That completes the Army Security Agency. 


OVERSEAS SIGNAL FACILITIES 


The next command integral area is the overseas signal facilities 
starting on page 522. 

Senator Stennis. Capehart housing in Puerto Rico? 

General Szeman. At Camp Losey in Puerto Rico, 150 sets of Cape- 
hart quarters. 

Colonel Feindel, will you come forward ? 

Colonel Fernvet. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. All right, Colonel, have a seat. We may have to 
call you gentlemen back. 

I see a lot of this is classified. That is page 525. You have how 
many men involved there? 

General Sreman. It is a barracks for 35 men, estimated to cost 
$102,000. 


PACIFIC SCATTER SYSTEM 


The next one is on page 527. We have four items which all use the 
title, Mr. Chairman, Pacific Scatter System. 

This is a means of transmission of the radio signal under certain 
newly developed equinment, to provide appropriate security. 

Senator Stennis. Radio signal in connection with communications! 

General Sreman. Yes, sir; transmission of communications back 
and forth and to our overseas command area. 

Senator Stennis. General, do you mean that is just sending mes- 
sages back and forth, coded messages or open, either one, just talk- 
ing back and forth? 

General Seeman. Yes. Radio and written messages, telephone. 

Senator Stennis. Does each service have a separate communica- 
tion system of that kind, like Puerto Rico? 

General Szeman. In general, each service has a peculiar unit to 
service. Now, there is overall Department of Defense review in this 
area to make sure that there is no unnecessary duplication, but to make 
sure, also, that in cases of emergency, atmospheric or otherwise, 
there may be certain necessary alternative means of communication. 
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Colonel Fernpeu. This particular system under discussion, Mr. 
Chairman, the Pacific Scatter System, is a joint system and will sup: 
port requirements of the three services. 

As General Seeman has stated previously, he is correct in the state- 
ments that he made, that there are peculiar and specific requirements 
by location. , 

Senator Srennis. This is marked classified. I suppose this does 
not pertain to just ordinary communications. 

Suppose some man in the Army is stationed in one of these areas 
and a message comes in about his mother being critically ill and you 
want to reach him. Would you use these facilities for a message of 
that kind ? 


COMMON USE FACILITIES 


Colonel Fernveu. Yes, sir; we could. These are common use facili- 
ties. 

Senator Srennis. That is the kind I would think the services cer- 
tainly ought to all use together. Is that the system you use? 

Colonel Fernpeu. This is the system that will be used, sir. 

General Seeman. As in common with all other elements of our 
modern society, the equipment that is being used Mr. Chairman, from 
electronics and otherwise, is continually changing. You can make 
more secure communications or more rapid communications. Both 
volume and rapidity are critical in these modern times. 

Senator Stennis. Yes. I want to inquire on this. This is not a 
separate system? Is the Navy going to come along now and ask for 
something comparable to this for their communications ? 

Colonel Frrnpet. No, sir. There are two other points to be made 
on this system. 

It is a system which by its own technique is relatively free from 
jamming efforts. Also of location; that is geographical location, rela- 
tively free from intercept. 

Also, a further point, Mr. Chairman, these systems work well under 
ionospheric disturbance as opposed to high frequency radio. 

Senator Stennis. All ain that is a total amount on this item? 

General Sreman. The total amount at that No. 10 station is 
$311,000. 


BARRACKS AND BACHELOR OFFICER QUARTERS 


The next item is No. 13, as shown on page 532 for four line items, 
Mr. Chairman, total cost of $466,000. 

Electronic equipment building, a barracks and BOQ, a power kuild- 
ing, and the site utilities. 

Senator Stennis. How far are you going to have to go, General, in 
building barracks and BOQ’s to support these facilities ? 

General Szreman. Only to the extent of the authorized strength as 
required and in case there are old deteriorated buildings that are un- 
economical to improve or repair. 

These are stations which we expect will be there quite some time. 

Senator Stennis. Put this down for discussion in the classified 
session. 

General Seeman. They are not permanent-type construction such as 
we build in the United States, but it is semipermanent construction 
on real estate which is 100 percent controled. 

42550—59—~12 
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PACIFIC SCATTER SYSTEM 


Senator Stennis. All right. 

General Seeman. The next item is the Pacific Scatter System No. 
14, shown on page 537 for a total estimated cost of $2,799,000. 

A communication equipment building, a vehicle storage building, a 
barracks, and BOQ, with mess, a sentry house, a 6,000 square foot 
power building, utilities to support this area, a modification, the 
major item is a modification of an existing structure to handle more 
complex, more modern communications equipment. 

This also is a joint service building. Then the emergency electric 
powerplant to insure continuity of the power supply. - ; 

Involved in portions of this building are air conditioning, which is 
required for some of this highly sensitive and complex electronic 
equipment. 

Senator Stennis. We will take up the highlights of all these, 
gentlemen, in executive session, because I see where you have some 
limitations on what you say here. 

Do you have another one? 


COMMUNICATION 





RELAY STATION 


General Seeman. The next item is shown on page 547, sir, a com- 
munication relay station. 

You will remember we had a previous requirement for Eritrea, in- 
volving barracks and quarters. This involves the technical support, 
technical facility, at an estimated cost of $679,000, and emergency 
power facilities at the receiver site $273,000. Additions to the trans- 
mitter building at $187,000. Addition to the tape relay building at 
$179,000. An addition to the communication center at $40,000. 

Senator STENNIs. Is this one that is going to require only additional 
facilities or the other facilities that go with them for personnel and so 
forth? 

General SeeMAN. This is not only a joint location for all of the serv- 
ices, but it is also joint as between the Army Security Agency and the 
Army Signal overseas communication facilities. 

Senator Stennis. Where is this located ? 

General SEEMAN. As shown on page 547, in Eritrea. 

Senator STENNIS. We will take those up again. Those are not 
large sums. I want to get an outline of your participating programs. 

General Seeman. All of these items have been very carefully 
combed in the Department of Defense, and Bureau of the Budget to 
make sure there is a single integrated justification for all the services. 
The next station is location 23, as shown on page 552. There is a 


—: 


transmitter operation building at $89,000. A communications cen- 
ter and receiver building at $225,000. And a power building at the 
transmitter site of $295,000. 
Senator STeNNIs. We will cover that in executive session, too. 

_ General Sreman. That completes the signal overseas requirements, 
sir. 

FORWARD DEPOTS 
The next requirement is shown on page 557. Actually, 556 is the 


summary of forward depots in select locations in two parts of the 
world. 
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Senator Stennis. This is a $3 million item ? 

General Seeman. Each one is $3 million, sir. They have classified 
sheets on page 32. 

Senator Stennis. All right. Put that down for executive session, 
Mr. Clerk. 

Let us move to the next one. 

General Seeman. They are broken down in the unclassified area into 
their elements of POL storage, ammunition storage, covered storage, 
open storage, and road utilities and site pr eparation. 

Senator Stennis. $3 million total ? 

General SrEMAN. gs 3 million for each one, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Pacific and European ? 

General Seeman. One in the Pacific and one in the European area. 

Senator STENNIS. We will take those up again in executive session. 

What is your next one? 


SURFACE-TO-AIR MISSILE PROJECTS 


General Sreman. The next segment of our request starts on page 
570, sir. The surface-to-air missile, which you know totals as I 
mentioned, and Mr. Short mentioned, $146,646,000 of our total ap- 
propriation request. 

Senator Stennis. That is inside and outside the United States? 

General Seeman. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Now, General, you know the revised plan was 
submitted on Friday ? 

General Seeman. I realize that. 

Senator Srennis. I do not know what will be done with the plan, 
but they said that if it was accepted they had the figures ready to 
change the authorization bill, to change this appropriation bill, and 
the overall defense appropriation bill. 

General Seeman. Depending upon the will of the Congress in the 
authorization. 

Senator Stennis. That is right. My point is that we need not go 
into this now until the policy matter is settled on that authorization, 
at least; is that right ? 

General Seeman. It will require the decision of the Congress first 
before we can finalize. 

Senator Stennis. What do you want to say now? Could you cover 
some of the general top points on it now so that we will not have to 
take up much time with it once the decision is reached ? 

General Sreman. In general, the basic requirements are for facili- 
ties not only to meet any new deployments that may be approved, but 
to support troops and weapons which are existing onsite. 

That is, we are still providing the final increments of those men and 
officers that are out there, those joint command centers that are re- 
quired to integrate the controlling command. 

Senator Stennis. What do you mean by joint control command ? 

General Seeman. The NORAD joint control centers, where there 
are Air Force and Army people in the same areas, some of them are 
funded and supported by Air Force and some by Army, and we are 
continuing on that program. 

The new deployments that are finally approved and authorized, of 
course, that will require the adjustment in our program. 
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Senator Stennis. All right, Colonel, is there anything you want to 
say ¢ 

Colonel Ler. We have the figures prepared for the Holaday plan as 
presented and Mr. McElroy’s plan as presented. 

Senator STennis. We will get into that when we know what the deci- 
sion is going to be. 

I hope you have it right down to a fine point where we can go right 
on into it. To operate those facilities you have to have support. 

General Sreman. As you may see from page 570, the first page, 
sir, some of it will involve prior authorization and some will involve 
such authorization as the new Congress is disposed to grant. 





ADOPTION OF MASTER PLAN 


Senator Stennis. Even if this master plan, so-called, is adopted, it 
requires changes in administrative costs, maintenance and operation; 
changes in building program, the future building program. 

General Seeman. That is right. 

The construction would be only a segment of the adjustments that 
would have to be made. It would require adjustment in the procure- 
ment and equipment and missiles appropriation. 

Senator Srennis. Colonel, how much reduction in this bill will that 
reflect ? 

Colonel Ler. In the items actually lined out before you, sir, it would 
reduce $21,776,000 and it will negate funding authorization from last 
year of $6,224,000, a total of $28 million. 

Senator Srennis. So, for future authorizations, that is present new 
authorizations, it would be $21 million plus ¢ 

Colonel Ler. I believe the Department of Defense approach to this, 
sir, will be a request that you cut the $28 million in cash this year and 
validate last year’s authorization for what they want to do this year. 

They will do that both in authorization and in funding, sir. 

So that you can make the reduction all reflected in 1960. 

Senator STennis. What isthe advantage in doing that? 

Colonel Ler. I think administratively it is a little easier than going 
back and collecting money and bringing it back in here, for you not 
to appropriate the money we already have which are for items that 
under Mr. Holaday’s plan will not be required. 

Senator Srennis. All right. It seems to me it would be simpler to 
take it that way. How many pages do you have of this? Is this the 
last item in your open book ? 

General Sreman. Except for the general authorizations planning 
and those things which occur following page 614. 

Senator Stennis. I do not think there is anything to do now, gen- 
tlemen, except to skip those matters. 

General Seeman. We are closely following the deliberations, sir. 

Senator Srennis. We will have to await a decision and then come in 
here and get down to the figures. 

All right, let us omit that, then, and hold them in abeyance without 
prejudice and go to the next item. , 


ADVANCE PLANNING 


General Sreman. The general authorization on page 615, follows 
the usual categories, sir. The first for advanced planning, and this we 
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have a priority one because it helps us to come to the Congress with 
the advance plans and the best estimates possible, for $15 million. 

Minor new construction projects, these are items costing less than 
$900,000 for $6.5 million. 

Access roads, which is the item carried out by 

Senator Stennis. Wait a minute. You turned to page 614, did you 
not ? 

General Seeman. Yes, sir; 614 and following. 

Senator Stennis. All right. On that planning, the very first item, 
I think I know what that means, but run over the categories of that. 

General Seeman. That is advance planning to study the projects 
submitted to see whether they comply with the master plan to be sure 
that a master plan is available and to get along with the preliminary 
studies so that we will be ready to go promptly if the Congress ap- 
proves, first, and, second, so that we can come in with the best possi- 
ble cost. estimates of the individual items that we are capable of at the 
time. 

Senator Stennis. What did you have for planning during the 
current year? 

General Seeman. It was in the same order of magnitude sir. We 
will provide that for the record. 

Senator Srennts. I do not know whether this is high or low until 
we get some yardstick. 

Mr. Norwoop. Last year it was $18 million funded. We used $15 
million. 

Senator Stennis. You are talking about the current year, 1959? 

Mr. Norwoop. 1959. 


Senator Stennis. You had $18 million, and you used $15 million ? 
Mr. Norwoop. Yes, sir. 
Senator Stennis. All right. 


MINOR NEW CONSTRUCTION 


Minor new construction. What do you include in that ? 

General Seeman. These are minor new construction projects esti- 
mated to cost less than $200,000 each, which are permitted to go for- 
ward with suitable control. 

Senator Stennis. Give me an illustration. 

General Srrman. A small item at any post which is unforeseen at 
the time our program is made up which should not be delayed until 
the succeeding fiscal year, it permits us to go ahead under such a small 
item like this. 

Senator Stennis. Give me an illustration. 

General Sreman. A small addition toa shop building at Fort Knox, 
a small addition to an electronics building at Fort Monmouth. 

As you know, the Secretaries must approve things up to $50,000, 
and anything up to $200,000 must be approved in the Department of 
Defense. 

Senator Srennis. You have to extend a runway maybe for one of 
your small planes? 

_ General Seeman. If it is small enough to fall within this category, 
it could be done. There is no limitation as to type except some limi- 
tations regarding family quarters. 

As you realize, we cannot add to family quarters. 
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Senator Stennis. All right. Access roads. 

General SremaN. That is where the Bureau of Public Roads makes 
any additions, and this has particularly come in with regard to our 
NIKE site facilities where you need a supplement to an existing 
roadnet. It is estimated and justified by us and then allocated to the 
Bureau of Public Roads to provide the necessary access. 

Senator SreNNIs. Well, it takes a long time to get all of it together. 
You think maybe it takes a long time to agree on something, but you 
get a community that gets interested in a little road change or some- 
thing on that order and it takes a long time. 

On the access roads I mean. You have to approve it from your 
standpoint and then the Bureau of Public Roads. Just what is their 
duty now 4 

General Sreman. The Bureau of Public Roads coordinates on the 
planning and then actually takes over the execution of it. 

Whether they do it by contract themselves, or through some State 
or agency depends on the locality. 


ACQUISITION OF RIGHT-OF-WAY 


Senator STeNNis. On this money here, suppose you were making a 
NIKE installation and had to buy the right-of-way; do you pay the 
county with this money ? 

General Seeman. I don’t know whether rights-of-way would be 
involved, but we would transfer the money to ‘the Bureau of Public 
Roads and they would make such agreement under their authorizing 
legislation. 

Senator STENNIs. If you buy up the right-of-way it seems to me 
you would pay for it with money you pay for land, but if you were 
trying to build the road yourselves and had to buy a right-of-way for 
that, you would pay for it perhaps out of this. 

The roadnet as such, is part of the roadnet of the county, city, or 
whatever it is. It is solely to support the military requirement. 

We have a legal definition of an access road. Do you know what it 
is, General? I would not try to define it, myself. 

Mr. WesrensBercer. On the access roads where we have a military 
requirement per se as differentiated from a public thoroughfare, then 
it appears also there in the bill and becomes a military road and not 
called access road. 

Where it is a public thoroughfare we call it access roads. 

Under this authorization it is administered by the Bureau of Public 
Roads and they get the right-of-way. 

Senator SrENNis. That isa good distinction. If it is re: ally part of 
your military installation that you control, it is like any other facility 
you have; it is an integral part of your setup ¢ 

Mr. Westensenrcer. Yes, sir, 

Senator Stennis. But if it is something that the public also is go- 
ing to use technically it is an access road and comes into this ¢ ategory ‘ 

Mr. WEsTENBERGER. Only that. 

General Seeman. It is an expansion or addition to an existing unit 
of Government roadnet. 
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Senator Stennis. Here is an installation. You are going to build 
some Capehart housing; you need a road that leads out from that 
Capehart housing to the highway. Now, you buy the land for the 
Capehart housing and you authorize this as a part of that step to buy 
the right-of-way on out to the highway. 

Mr. Westenpercer. Yes, sir; ‘as part of that Capehart housing. 

Senator Srennis. Would that road run beyond your property and 
across individual property 4 What status does it have then? 

Mr. Wesrenpercer. If it is not a public thoroughfare, and we 
need the access, then it comes into this Capehart support item which 
you will also find under the general authorization, sir. 


CAPEILART OFFSITE UTILITIES 


Senator Srennis. Here is the next item, Capehart offsite utilities. 
Is that what it comes under ¢ 

Mr. WersTeENBERGER. Yes, sir. 

General Sreman. To support Capehart it would be normally differ- 
ent than a military installation. Where it is exclusively used and 
needed for our installation, we have to support it 100 percent. Where 
it is required because of augmentation of existing roadnet, then it 
comes under the access road. 


COMPARISON WITH CURRENT YEAR FUNDS 


Senator Srennis. Let us ane the figure here, the minor new 
construction with the current year, or the last year you have avail- 
able and then also the next item al all of these items left on that 
page, 615. 

Excuse me just a minute while you are doing that. 

General Seeman. We have it before us. 

Senator Stennis. Let us give those comparisons now. 

General Seeman. As we have already mentioned, Mr. Chairman, 
in the first item of planning for last year the bill contained $18 mil- 
lion. This year we have $15 million. 

Senator Stennis. Yes, I have that. 

General Sreman. Minor new construction, last year there was ap- 
proved $8 million; this year it is $6,500,000. 

Senator Srennis. How much did you use? Do you have those 
figures? 

General Seeman. Approximately $4 million of the minor new 
construction was used last year; On the access roads, last year we 
asked for and had approved $2 million. It is now this year $2.2 
million. 

For Capehart offsite facilities last year we requested $4.5 million. 
This year it is $6.5 million. 

Senator Stennis. How did you come out with that $4.5 million ? 

Colonel McCarry. Mr. Chairman, we don’t know as of this date 
how much of the $4.5 million we will spend. We will spend all of it, 
I am sure, plus some more. 

General SEEMAN. We were rather short last year and on the basis 
of that experience we have requested an increase this year. 

Senator Srennis. All right. 
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REHABILITATION OF SUBSTANDARD QUARTERS 


General Seeman. The next item, Mr. Chairman, rehabilitation of 
substandard quarters. Last year we asked for $500,000; this year 
we are asking for $300,000. Last year we had an item for surplus 
commodity support for $i million. This year we do not have the 
comparable item. 

Weare putting it all in the surplus commodity request. 

Senator STennis. All right. 

Is there anything else now? 

Does that finish the Army ? 

General Seeman. Outside of the classified items, and NIKE pro- 
gram. 

Senator Stennis. It suits you all right to be back here at 2: 15 p.m.? 

General SreMAN. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Does anyone have anything to say before we re- 
cess? Otherwise, the committee stands in recess until 2:15 p.m. 
today. 

Thank you again, very much. 

(Thereupon, at 12:40 p.m., the committee was recessed, to recon- 
vene at 2:15 p. m., same day.) 


AFTERNOON SESSION (MonpbAy, JUNE 15, 1959) 


The subcommittee met at 4:30 p. m., pursuant to recess, in room 
1114, New Senate Office Building, Hon. John Stennis, chairman of the 
subcommittee, presiding. 

Present: Senator Stennis. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
LETTERKENNY ORDNANCE DEPOT 


Senator Stennis. All right, General. We have made a few memos 
as we went along. Mr. Rexroad has those to call our particular atten- 
tion to. 

General Sreman. Yes,sir. In book 1 there are two items, sir. Page 
31 of the unclassified book and page 4 of the classified book is an item 
at Letterkenny Ordnance Depot we touched on lightly before. 

Senator Stennis. Let me see if I have the correct book. 

General Seeman. Page 4 in the classified book. 

Senator STennis. Proceed. 

General Sreman. We started with page 4 of the classified book, Mr. 
Chairman, which is a special storage facility at Letterkenny Ordnance 
Depot. 

( Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Stennis. The authorization was on that basis, too ? 

General Sreman. We have not specifically requested the authoriza- 
tion yet. This is newly authorized. It will depend on this year’s 
authorization bill, also. 

Senator Stennis. Of course, you must have this. This is no dis- 
cretionary matter. 

( Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Stennis. Of course, all these ground-to-air missiles you 
have to keep them close around. 
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General Seeman. Yes. This also supports your surface-to-surface 
missile, it is your ordnance backup, tactical missiles too. 

Senator STeNNIs. Your ground-to-air, you have to keep those close 
tothe point where they are fired from ? 

General Seeman. Yes, sir. Certain numbers are kept on the site 
as far as the missiles are concerned. With regard to the warheads 
there isa difference of pattern on that. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

General Seeman. They must have a system for overall maintenance 
and providing the replacement on them from time to time periodically. 

Senator Srennis. That has to have constant attention, I imagine. 

General SEEMAN. j 

Senator Srennis. You have a place to store those and then you have 
areserve stored back further, I suppose. 


STORAGE, MAINTENANCE, AND INSPECTION 


General Seeman. Yes; this is part of the reserve system, not only 
for storage but for their maintenance and inspection. 

Senator Srennis. Well, you are not asking for great amounts of 
money here on this one. 

General Seeman. It is not too large. It is $254,000. The next one 
at Savannah, on page 5, is more extensive, sir, it is a total of $1,160,000. 
But it is for exactly the same purpose. It means that at Savannah 
they do not have as much facility in existence that they can take ad- 
vantage of. 

Senator Srennts. All right. 

The next item ? 

General Sreman. I have just. mentioned the one at Savannah on 
page 5. Those are the only two items in book 1, Mr. Chairman. 


Fort MEADE 


In book 2 the first item relates to Fort Meade and it is in page 7 of 
your classified book. It is emergency power facility for the National 
Security Agency. It is necessary to provide an absolute guarantee 
of uninterrupted power at that Security Agency installation where 
they have a lot of electronic machines and air conditioning for them 
and slight interruptions can cause those machines to overheat and 
cause their 

Senator Stennis. You buy your ordinary source of power? 

General Seeman. Yes, sir; the normal day-to-day requirements. 

Senator Stennis. This is just a plug in in case of emergency ? 


BUILDING FOR GAS TURBINE GENERATOR 


General Seeman. That is correct. Within a few minutes notice. 
This involves the use of a surplus Navy gas turbine driven generator, 
which is to be transferred to the National Security Agency for in- 
stallation here. It is rail mounted and part of the job is to provide 
the facilities in the building for this. 

Senator Stennis. Well, I can see that the money runs up on these 
matters but you have to have these emergency sources, do you not ? 

General Seeman. That is correct. The matter of short power 
outage there. And this was compared with possibly putting 
alternative commercial high lines in to provide a source of power, but 
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it was determined with the availability of this plant it was the most 
economical way. 

Senator Stennis. What is your next item, please ? 

General Seeman. The next item is on page 10 of your classified book 
and is a communication center. 

(Discussion off the record. ) 

Senator Stennis. How much is it going to take to finish it up now? 
Let us put a cap on some of these projects. I see your figure here, 
$3.5 million is estimated future authorization. 

General Seeman. It is our understanding that this is the final in- 
crement, at least for the Army. In order of magnitude I have heard 
discussions of $5 or $6 million additional but the determination as to 
which service or how it is to be authorized and funded has not been 
made. 

Senator Stennis. What is this $6.3 million going to be actually 
spent for now 4 

General Seeman. It is construction of a three-story steel frame 
building together with certain other mechanical and structural jea- 
tures of a rather unique and complex character. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Stennis. The next item, General ? 


CAPEHART HOUSING 


General Sreman. You may recall, Mr. Chairman, this is where we 
had a small Capehart housing to support the permanent crew which 
is there to maintain this installation, a small Capehart housing project 
in our unclassified section. 

( Discussion off the record.) 

Senator STenNIs. I have page 10 here now. It says $6.3 million 
and then page 11 says $6.3 million but the names are different. That 
isthe same project, is it not? 

General SEEMAN. Yes, sir. 

Senator Srennis. All right. Here is your Metz warehouse. 


Metz GENERAL DEPOT 


General Serman. The next item is page 12 of the classified book, 
sir, the warehouse for the Metz General Depot, estimated to cost 
$1,185,000. This is a specialized type of warehousing facility. 

( Discussion off the record. ) 

Senator Srennis. All right. This is the item you mentioned a 
while ago at Metz? 

General Seeman. Yes, sir; we mentioned it this morning. 

Senator Srennis. Well, I was wasting time talking about renting a 
place, was I not? 

General Seeman. There are no similar facilities available com- 
mercially to my knowledge sir. This is a type of construction not 
normally utilized by warehouse concerns. 

(Discussion off the record. ) 

Colonel Evans. I might say a good part of this Metz Depot has 
already been awarded. We originally prepared our request for money 
this year on the basis of several million more dollars than we are 
asking at present. Late last month there was an actual contract which 
was most beneficial, taking advantage of the devaluation of francs 
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which left us a relatively small increment to finish the Metz Depot, all 
out of the LOC France authorization. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Srennis. You say the Metz increment was the main one or 
last one? 

Colonel Evans. This is the final increment at Metz. We had origi- 
nally proposed to have all of Metz in the 1960 funding. 

Senator Srennis. You say this is the last increment? That is 
all of it? 

Colonel] Evans. Yes, sir. I said there was a contract issued late last 
month and the price was so good by virtue of the devaluation of the 
franc that we were able to go a good portion of the Metz in 1959 
instead of having them do it all in 1960. That thereby reduced our 
request in 1960 for the Metz Depot. 

Senator Stennis. You mean you reduced it in the last. few days? 

Colonel Evans. Yes. 

Senator Srennis. You have already reduced it 1.1. 

Colonel Evans. Yes, sir. 


COST PER SQUARE FOOT 


Senator Stennis. You say unit cost, $22. That is per square what? 

General Seeman. Per square foot, sir. 

(Discusion off the record.) 

Senator Stennis. I have been out in the Metz country. It is not 
too farm from Verdun, is it ? 

General Sreman. It isa little forward of Verdun. 

Colonel Evans. Forward and east, I think. 

Senator Srennis. It seems like some place there at Verdun you 
could put all the ammunition, food and anything else you wanted to 
without much expense. 

Colonel Evans. We do have some installations in the Verdun area. 

Senator Stennis. All right. This item here in Germany, did you 
say this was the last increment for it ? 

General Seeman. Yes sir. This is the entire amount. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Srennis. All right. The next item. 


STorRAGE IGLoos IN ITALY 


General Seeman. The next item is page 14 to support the U.S. 
Army logistical command in Italy. Page 14 has eight storage igloos 
at an estimated cost of $411,000. 

Senator Stennis. Well, you have the same reasons there. 

General SrEMAN. Yes, sir. 

Senator STENNIs. Let us go to the next one. 

General Seeman. This is to take place of outside storage. 


ORDNANCE MAGAZINE AND AMMUNITION AREA 


On page 15 is an ordnance magazine in that logistical command and 
an ammunition area for an estimated cost of $177,000. This again is 
to provide cover for materiel which is now stored on outside pads with 
temporary cover. 

Senator Srennis. All right. I have already looked at page 16. 
Go to the next. Is this a listing on page 18 of the items on 16? 
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Mr. Wesrenpvercer. Page 18 lists page 17 items for the 8th Army. 
( Discussion off the record.) 


TACTICAL SUPPORT, FIELD FORCES 






Senator Stennis. Isthat a tactical item ? 
General Seeman. That is tactical support for the field forces. The 
disposition of your new weapons as they come along may not neces- 
sarily conform to where you have the installations now for the pre- 
vious weapons and personnel. This 8th Army, as you know, is all 
in Korea. 

Senator Srennis. Yes. Well, let us give them everything they 
need. 

Facirities To Support 8tH ARMY IN KoREA 


General Seeman. The next item is on page 20, facilities for ord- 
nance units to support the 8th Army. 

Senator Stennis. That is page 20? 

General Seeman. Page 20. This ordnance unit is the only unit. in 
Korea capable of performing the requirements of fourth echelon field 
maintenance support of combat vehicles, track and wheel, small arms, 
instruments and fire control equipment. The full list is shown on 
pages 21 and 22 and 23 to accommodate this integrated facility. 

Senator Srennis. All right. 

General Seeman. The next items on page 24 are POL facilities sup- 
port for the 8th Army. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

General Seeman. The various locations are shown on page 25. I 
am doing my best to keep the record as sanitized as possible as long as 
we point it out on the classified sheet. 

Senator Stennis. There are no particular questions that come to 
my mind on these. 

General Seeman. They are all estimated to be provided and built 
from standard design items as shown on page 26. 

Senator Stennis. As to the construction, your materiel, qualities 
and all, you are not building top items here? 


















STANDARD IN OCCUPIED AREAS 











General Seeman. No, sir. The standard in occupied areas is semi- 
permanent construction. Of course, when you get down to pipelines 
and tankage there is not an awful lot of difference. You just accept 
a certain amount of lower factor of safety but the requirement of gal- 
lons per minute or pressures is not something that you can skimp on. 











UNIT COST, BARRACKS 





Senator Stennis. In the middle of page 22, barracks, 16-man, there 
it says “Unit cost, LS”. What does that mean? 

General Seeman. Lump sun, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Required 211. What does that mean? 

General SrEMAN. 211 man units. They are 16-man buildings. That 
is the size of the individual buildings. They are required for a total 
strength of 211. 
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Senator Stennis. The estimated cost is $28,000 for this? 

General SEEMAN. $28,000 for those barracks. 

Senator Stennis. For the 16-man barracks? 

General Seeman. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Sixteen-man barracks cost $28,000? 

Mr. Norwoop. It is the erection cost. It is not custom built in 
construction. It is prefabricated. 

Senator Stennis. It costs that much to put them together? 

General Seeman. Yes, sir. That is indicated on page 22 where 
the quonset buildings on hand and funded from other sources will be 
used to the maximum and the other costs reflect site and cost prepara- 
tion for the quonset structure. 


SITE PREPARATION, OFFICERS’ QUARTERS 


Senator Stennis. Here is officers’ quarters, 16-man, $2,000. That is 
the cheapest batch of officers’ quarters I ever heard of. There must be 
an error on that one. 

General Seeman. No, sir. That represents the site preparation 
only. The cost of the structure is the same as in the enlisted man’s 
barracks. That is funded from stocks on hand. 

Senator Srennis. Anything else on that? 

If not, turn to the next one. 


POL Factrity 


General SremMan. The next one was the POL facility on page 24 
that we discussed. Total estimated cost of $531,000. 

Senator Srennts. I would have thought you would have all you 
needed by now. Do you contemplate any material additions soon? 

General Seeman. No, sir. 

Senator Stennis. All right, let us go to the next item. 

General Seeman. The next item is page 28, an ammunition storage 
item estimated to cost $132,000. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Srennis. All right. 


FACILITIES FOR ROCKET BATTALION 


General Sreman. The next item is page 30, facilities for a rocket 
battalion, troop housing, surface and operational facilities estimated 
at $510,000. This is a special battalion of 10 officers and 196 enlisted 
men which is to be located in this area. 


Forwarp DrEpots 


The next item is on page 32. We discussed this briefly this morn- 
ing—forward depots. These two locations, one in the Far East. 

Senator Stennis. Call your page again, if you will. 

General Seeman. Page 32. 

Page 32 is one in the European area. Page 32 is a list of five seg- 
ments; the POL storage facilities, estimated at $235,000; ammunition 
storage facilities at $793,000; covered storage at $1,264,000; open stor- 
age space at $169,000; and then roads and utilities and site preparation 
at $539,000. The total estimated cost is $3 million. 
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Kach one of these segments is sg ek more thoroughly in the 
subsequent pages. The ‘POL storage facilities on page 33, giving you 
the barrels of tankage and their estimated cost 

Senator Stennis. Yes; 1 have looked at that. 1 think that is all 
right. 

‘General Seeman. And the one in the Far East is an exact duplicate, 
sir. And for the same strategic purpose. 

Senator Srennis. It seems that you would have this already in that 
area. 

( Discussion off the record.) 


PACIFIC AREA PROBLEMS 


Senator Srennis. You see, I have been in Western Europe, I have 
been in Germany, France, ali those countries there, or m: iny of them, 
and many of the military installations. 1 have a background of im- 
pressions on that. I can visualize fairly well what you are doing. 
But I have never been in the Pacific area and I have no idea of the 
problems there. I need to go out there. I have never been anywhere 
in Japan or the Philippines. 

General SrEMAN. We talk about the Pacific in relatively the same 
terms, but it is much farther and more widely separated once you get 
there. We speak of Okinawa and Korea being next door, but they 
are many hours apart by air. Of course, the Philippines are much 
farther south. 

Senator Srennis. If a man was going out there to try to get a feel 
of the problem, he should go to Japan and the Philippines, Korea. 

General SEEMAN. Yes, Korea, Japan, Okinawa, and the Philippines. 

Senator STeNNis. How did you name those ? 

General Seeman. Korea, Japan, Okinawa, and the Philippines. 
Most of the facilities in Japan have been gradually closed back as far 
us the Army is concerned. The largest segment in Japan is not the 
Army anymore. The main headquarters of the Pacific Command is 
now in Hawaii, as you know. Korea still has the 8th Army and the 
United Nations Command. 

Senator Stennis. Well, I would like to see it. 

All right, the next items. 


SURFACE-TO-AIR MISSILES 


General SreMAn. That completes the classified items except for the 
surface-to-air missiles area, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator SrTeNNis. Well, it has to be revised to meet the new pro- 
gram in the first place. 

Is there anything special you want to say on that now ? 

General SrEMAN. On the surface-to-air missile area ? 

Senator STeNNis. Yes. 

General Seeman. There is not much additional we can say until we 
see what the will of the powers to be is. 

Senator Stennis. The other day you said some installation was for 
your training facilities, you know, where you train the crews. I don’t 
remember where that was. That was not classified. 

General Seeman. At Fort Bliss is the main training center for the 
surface-to-air missile field. 

Senator STENNIS. We covered that fairly well the other day. 
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General SeeMAN. Yes,sir. It is needed for the training of the crews 
and the people presently involved. The cutting back of a small amount 
in the volume of the total men deployed or missiles deployed will not 
reduce the variety of the functions that they must be trained for and 
the areas which you must have. It will reduce the density on the 
ranges and reduce the density somewhat but still the same basic facili- 
ties are needed for the training area. 

As you know, the HAWK and the NIKE and their subsequent gen - 
erations will still need about the same type facilities. One of these 
training camps at Fort Bliss actually provides for the annual service 
firing of the surface-to-surface missiles, the Oro Grande Range Camp. 


RETENTION OF PERSONNEL 


Senator Stennis. What luck are you having on keeping those young 
fellows in that you train with reference to these missiles? Do you 
have any better percentage on them staying in since you have had this 
salary increase / 

General Seeman. I think our batting average is a little bit better 
over the recent period, Mr. Chairman, than it has been in the past with 
additional improvements | gradually in the matter of housing and pay 
legislation that has occurred over recent years. 

Senator Svennis. I sat on the so-called pay bill, the career incentive 
bill, and all these other hearings. I tell you gentlemen I don’t believe 
you are going to be able to keep the military formula for divided pay 
and get these technical men. I don’t know. It is quite a problem to 
you, 1 know. I just believe you are going to have to set up more addi- 
tional or special categories. 

General Seeman. As you well put it, pay alone is not the entire 
answer. Working conditions and a certain amount of firm direction 
and decision and “partic ipation of the individual in the overall team 
effort. are involved. I might ask General Hutchison to comment. 

Senator Srennts. I know it is discouraging to you gentlemen to lose 
somany of these men. 

REENLISTMENT RATES 


General Hurcutson. As you well know, the reenlistment rates are 
up, even despite the fact that our economy is in a period of rising pro- 
duction with larger demands for these people. I think there has been a 
decided improvement as a result of the increase. 

Senator Stennis. What kind of figures do you have on improve- 
ment for these boys that are in these missile crews? 

General Hurcuison. I don’t have the figures. But we can provide 
them for the record. I feel certain there has been an improvement in 
this area. 

Senator Srennis. Well, there has not been as much as you thought, 
as the sponsors of those bills predicted. I know that times h: ive got- 
ten a little better for one thing. I personally think you are going to 
have to set up special pay c: ategor ies for them. 


ARMY SECURITY AGENCY 


General Seeman. You had some question on the Army security 
agency and signal overseas. 
Senator Srennis. That is right. 
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General Seeman. Page 513 in book 3 is an example where the 
strength and the actual location was classified and not shown on the 
sheet there. Colonel Nelson of the Army Security Agency is pre- 
pared to speak on that. 

Senator Stennis. Back to these support facilities, SAC based 
and all. You have missile master, electronic facilities in here. That 
is all mixed in together? 

General Seeman. That is part of the surface to air missile pro- 
gram. The missile master is not involved with the SAC bases. It 
is involved with our city and industrial area defense, tied into the 
North American air defense command and control net. 

Senator Srennis. All right. What was it you wanted to say / 

General Sreman. You had some questions, Mr. Chairman, on the 
Army security agency overseas. 

Senator Stennis. Yes. 

General Seeman. Page 513 was a case in point. 

Senator Stennis. Yes. 

General Seeman. Colonel Nelson from the Army Security Agency 
can discuss the personnel strength and that location, location 23. 

Senator Stennis. All right, Colonel Nelson, if you will. 

Colonel Netson. ———. 

(Discussion off the record.) 
Senator Stennis. What is your next one? 





PACIFIC 





SCATTER SYSTEM 
General Sreman. There were then these items in the signal oversea 
net in the Pacific scatter system as exemplified on page 525 where 
we did not have the location. 

Senator Stennis. Thank you very much, Colonel Nelson. 

Just give me a little more on this, what it is and how it operates 
and how new this system is. 


OPERATION OF SCATTER-WAVE SYSTEM 


Colonel Frernpen. The so-called scatter wave system of propaga- 
tion, Mr. Chairman, takes advantage of a technique that permits the 
pickup at a receiving station of very, very small amounts of power 
that became reflected from either the troposphere, in the tropo- 
spheric system or from the ionosphere in an ionospheric system. 
In the frequencies at which these systems operate, in the ultrahigh 
frequencies, the tendency is to go through these layers. Now there 
is a very infinitesimal amount of power that is reflected back down 
from this layer. Years ago, you may recall this was known as the 
Heaviside layer but it is now given different terminology. This 
permits us to establish both voice and teletype communication via this 
means in the instance of tropospheric propagation, rather large num- 
bers of telephone type channels which will support a telephone com- 
munication and upon each of these telephone channels one may build 
up or add quite a number, 16 to 20 teletype channels, on each of the 
voice channels. ‘The system is characterized by being quite sensitive 
to location. You just cannot set it down anywhere. It must be sur- 
veyed in, tested by well qualified technicians and it is quite susceptible 
to distance; by rough rules of thumb, in a tropospheric system, about 
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600 miles, in an ionospheric system, somewhere on the order of 900 
to 1,200 miles distance. So in putting one together that travels an 
extreme distance as this one, the transpacific, that would require quite 
a number of stations to transit that 5,000 or 6,000 miles. 

(Discussion off the record.) 


USE BY ALL SERVICES 


Senator Srennis. Is that the one you said that all the services use 
together ? 

General SrEMAN. Yes, sir. 

This installation, the Pacific scatter system, is DOD and JCS 
approved system and is the Army’s management, under DOD di- 
rection. 

Senator Stennis. You are the housekeeper ? 

General Seeman. We are the housekeeper, yes, sir, and the operator. 

Senator Srennis. Well, how much are you asking for here, for all 
of it? 

TOTAL SIGNAL OVERSEA ITEMS 


General Seeman. The total signal oversea item, sir, is shown on 
page 522, $4,996,000. 

Senator Stennis. Does that include all of it now? 

General Sreman. That includes that Pacific scatter system and 
strategic communications, 

Senator Stennis. That does not involve any supporting facilities? 
What is the situation there? 

General SreMAN. That includes the barracks and any support fa- 
cilities at the various locations. 

Senator Stennis. It is not much, though, is it? 

General Sreman. No; they are not large detachments as people go, 
but they are scattered around various parts of the world that must be 
taken care of. 

Col. Frrnpet. At some locations, Mr. Chairman, there are facilities 
already. 

Senator Stennis. There are not many facilities in this request? 

General Seeman. No, sir. 


DEMAND FOR FACILITIES 


Senator Stennis. Will you have much more demand for facilities? 

Col. Fernpen. Yes, sir; there will be following facilities in a later 
year based on new plans and converting, not converting but installing 
some of the new systems in the tropospheric mold. There are heavy 
requirements in the far Pacific area for the Army, the Air Force and 
the Navy. This will save all of these requirements. 

Senator Srennis. I notice here one where you have 35 men, another 
one where you have 25. 

Col. Fernpen. The average is about 20 to 30 at these locations, de- 
pending somewhat on their isolation or distance from other support 
facilities. 

PERSONNEL ASSIGNMENT 


Senator Stennis. Do you have some officers and then you have some 
agents and these technical men ? 


42550—59——13 
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Colonel Frernpex. That is correct, sir. 

Senator Srennis. How long do they stay out on an assignment 
like this? 

Colonel Frrnvet. I believe approximately 2 years. 

Senator Stennis. Do you have something else now on your list 
there? 

General Seeman. We did not have anything more in the classified 
area. I did wish to bring to your attention, Mr. Chairman, we don’t 
know what the final authorization is going to be this year. We are 
sort of working in the dark on this. 

Senator Srennts. I know. 


SUPPLEMENTAL LIST OF REQUIREMENTS 


General Seeman. If certain of that surface-to-air missile program 
is deleted, they have been high in priority. As you know over the 
past years we have had to give them priority and now a good deal 
of the base construction requirements of the Army we have not been 
able to approach. So we would respectfully request your considera- 
tion to allow a supplemental list if such would be possible and we have 
such a list with the backup sheets for it. 

As you know, last year we mentioned it on a few occasions where 
we got appropriation of $230 million to apply on a total approved 
for funding of $307 million. We have many projects which have been 
completely authorized in the past and line items which have been ap- 
proved for funding but we have not been able to get them. So we 
would hope and respectfully request consideration in the event that 
occurs. 

Senator Stennis. Well, you mean if there are reductions there you 
are assuming that the Budget Bureau and all will permit you to come 
in here and officially present them. Is that right? 

General Seeman. Yes, sir; the individual items have been approved 
for funding. It is just a question that in our overall scope we could 
not accommodate them. 

Senator Stennis. I personally think the Army gets the little end 
of too many things. 

General Sreman. Before the House Appropriations Committee we 
mentioned this item and we were permitted to include in the record 
this list of supplemental items if it was approved by the Congress. 

Senator Stennis. Well, do you want to present those now? 

General Sreman. Yes, sir. We have this supplemental list which 
we can include in the record. There are 23 line items- 

Senator Stennis. You mean in the open record now ? 

General Seeman. Yes, sir; these can be in the open record. 

Senator Srennis. That suits me all right. But of course I will 
reserve judgment on what should be done. 

General Srrman. Yes; solely to present them. The list totals 
$17,745,000. 
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(The information referred to follows :) 


Priority Installation, line item number, and line item Estimated 
cost 


——— 


General authorization: Thousands 
Minor construction $500 
I a a cm mashhas Ses eecihalcceiiclabsinnm acing 500 

White Sands missile range, New Mexico: 

152. Commissary 
Aberdeen Proving Ground, Md.: 
188. 3 enlisted men’s barracks (326-man) 
189. Battalion administration and supply building-.. 
190. Battalion mess building 
57. Heating plant 
Fort Huachuca, Ariz.: 
52. Enlisted men’s barracks (326-man) 
Fort Dix, N.J.: 
3. Enlisted men’s barracks without mess (medical) 
9. 2 enlisted men’s barracks (326-man) 
59. Battalion mess building 
60. Battalion administration and supply building-- 
140. Administration and supply building (2-company 
Ae 7 EEE : 
137. Bachelor officers’ quarters 
Fort Ord, Calif.: 
130. 2 enlisted men’s barracks (326-man) 
153. Battalion mess building 
154. Battalion administration and supply building 
92, Heating plant-.-- 
157. Commissary sales store 

Fort Rucker, Ala.: 

80. Laboratory classroom (AA school) ....-.....---.------------- ip ananesiedadiiontaie 

Fort Sam Houston, Tex.: 

29. Land acquisition..... sa stihl hc Ss stl i ec sec ipl 

Detroit Arsenal, Mich.: 

34. Command headquarters building 


oe Ne 


ND 








DuGWAY PROVING GROUND 


Senator Srennis. We have just another item or two here. 

Dugway Proving Ground is one matter we had marked here. That 
is page 69, book 1. 

General Sreman. This is a research and development installation 
of the Chemical Corps at Dugway, sir. 

Senator Srennis. While you are looking for that, I will tell you 
one thing that concerns me about this amazing missiles program. It 
is growth upon top of growth, expense on top of expense. 

I am afraid we are neglecting other phases of the military program 
in order to take care of this enormous expense of the missile programs. 

General Seeman. With the demands as great as they are it is very 
diflicult to achieve a balanced program. Everybody in every area 
is trying to use his best judgment. 

Senator Stennis. Yes, certainly. No one knows just where the 
line is. I have not run across anybody who knows. Some of them 
talk like they know. 

All right, we want to come back to that. I was interested in what 
we were doing out there. You have this place 86 miles northeast of 
Salt Lake City. 


CHEMICAL AND BIOLOGICAL WARFARE 


General Sreman. This is the primary station in the United States 
where the Chemical Corps does their field testing in the area of 
chemical and biological warfare. A good deal of this must be done 
over wide areas, a great distance from inhabited localities. They do 
a good deal by instrumentation and remote control, remote reading of 
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instruments because, as you can well appreciate, it is a hot area and 
that is the primary one. 

Senator Stennis. Are we in this ona big scale ? 

General Sreman. It is not big in the same relative terms as the 
main functions of surface to surface missiles or supporting the combat 
forces overseas but nevertheless it is a very extensive and significant 
item that we must keep up to be prepared for eventualities of our 
potential enemies in the world. We do know that other nations are 
working on biological and chemical and radiological warfare and we 
must keep abreast of them in our technology. 

Senator Stennis. It is more a matter of keeping up rather than 
emphasizing it ? 

General Seeman. There is a large body of opinion that feels that 
the potentialities for humane w arfare, if you want to use that word, 
are very great in this area. At the same ‘time the potential dangers, 
if negle ected, would be very great. 

Senator Stennis. A great deal of this missile question is a matter 
of neglecting something. All right, do you have anything else, Mr. 
Rexroad ? 

KWAJALEIN DEVELOPMENT 


Let us get a little on Kwajalein and NIKE-ZEUS. I know you 
have to have this additional development out there. Why did you 
go way off out there? 

General Seeman. As you know, in the previous fiscal year the 
authorization and the appropriation was predicated on the Atlantic 
missile range. We were unable to procure the base rights for certain 
of the downrange instrumentation. 

Senator Stennis. You mean from 

General Seeman. From Canaveral and the Atlantic range. That 
required us to look into other possibilities. That first one was the 
possibility of utilizing the Kwajalein complex in the Pacific, which so 
far as the Pacific missile range is concerned is not yet tied into the 
Navy’s program. But the availability of certain base structures there, 
in spite of its long distance which will require additional resources 
over the Atlantic, nevertheless made it a necessity to go there. 

Senator Stennis. To Kwajalein ? 

General Serman. To the Kwajalein-Johnston Island complex in 
the Pacific. The priority has changed a little bit because of the exist- 
ence of certain of the living and service facilities there. The cost of 
that goes down but the cost of the technical facilities, radar and the 
launching pads and things like that, being farther away will be more 
expensive than 

COST OF OPERATION 


Senator Stennis. Can you give us an idea how much it is going to 
cost out there? I know you cannot put an absolute limit and I am 
not trying to trap you in a figure that I can throw back at you 2 ve urs 
from now, not a bit of that. But we have Cape Canaveral. We have 
White Sands. We have Mugu and we have Kwajalein. 

General Seeman. I know the Congress is very much concerned about 
the ZEUS program right now. 

Senator Stennis. Colonel, what do you have on that? 
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Colonel Ler. We gave your counsel the list of the items in total, sir. 
You want those particularly at Kwajalein ? 

Senator Stennis. Yes, I was thinking about that element of it. 

Colonel Ler. Our list there runs to about $32 million this year, sir, 
1960. 

Senator Srennts. $32 million this year? 

Colonel Ler. Well, last year, 1959, was about $10 million. Our 
program for 1961, which will essentially clean it up, will total about 
$15 million, split between the three locations. 

Senator Stennis. What three? 

Colonel Ler. White Sands, Point Mugu, and Kwajalein. 

Senator Stennis. You fellows have about run out of space at White 
Sands, have you not ? 

Colonel Ler. Yes, sir. I could not tell you, of the $15 million we 
only have a small amount that is definitive on it at this time. 


FUNDS FOR NIKE-ZEUS 


Senator Stennis. On the NIKE-ZEUS you wanted more money to 
do what ? 

Colonel Ler. You are talking about the Army’s request sir ? 

Senator Stennis. Yes. That is what you got cut back on, was it 
not? I am not talking about committee action. I am talking about 
getting it in the budget. 

General Seeman. That is correct. The Army’s recommendation 
was to take the first steps leading toward production. The budget 
permitted only the inclusion of the research and development segment 
and that is the question. 

Senator Srennis. This Kwajalein, that is one of the primary pur- 
poses of it, is it? 

General SreMan. Yes. 

Senator Stennis. NIKE-ZEUS? 

General Seeman. Yes. That is to proceed in the support of the 
research and development portion. 

Senator Stennis. This so-called master plan, you have some addi- 
tional money in it ? 

General Seeman. I understand that consideration is being given to 
expediting the ZEUS program. 

Senator Srennis. I don’t know how much of that was in the paper. 
But that is in it. I don’t know whether it is going to Kwajalein or 
not. 

Colonel Ler. The additional money, sir? 

Senator Stennis. Yes, sir. 

Colonel Ler. No, sir. 

Senator Stennis. I do not imagine it would. 

General Seeman. As I understand it, the additional money will be 
put toward the PEMA proposition, procurement of equipment and 
missiles, and the present production needs. We are fully taken care 
of in the research and development phase so far as construction that 
supports that. 
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Senator Srennis. All right. Is there anything else you want to 
say ¢ 

Let me say this: I am sorry that the construction bill is not already 
firm and in the law so that you would know where you are. We 
started the hearings early and so forth for that purpose, after urging 
you to get the bill over here. 

General Szeman. We appreciate your indulgence in view of all the 
unknown factors. 

Senator Stennis. We will certainly give you a chance. We are 
not trying to rush these hearings through and get through with this 
before that bill is final and therefore you get left out of something. I 
used to have to try cases in court and I am wedded to the idea of getting 
the evidence in, all sides have a chance to be heard. So we will hold 
these hearings open. Youcan come back. We may call for you more 
times than you want to. 

General Seeman. We appreciate your consideration. 

Senator Stennis. Do you have any other matter you want to call 
up now? 

General Seeman. I can’t think of anything. 

Senator Srennis. Reserving all your rights, I thank you for your 
attendance and your testimony and appreciate very much being with 
you again. We will let you know about the next meeting. 


(Whereupon, at 5:30 p.m., Monday, June 15, 1959, the hearing was 
recessed. ) 
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MILITARY CONSTRUCTION APPROPRIATIONS FOR 1960 


TUESDAY, JUNE 16, 1959 
U.S. SENATE, 


SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, 
Washington, D.C. 


The subcommittee met at 10 a.m., pursuant to recess, in room 1114, 
New Senate Office Building, Hon. John Stennis (chairman of the sub- 
committee) presiding. 

Present : Senator Stennis. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY 
Miuirary Construction 


STATEMENTS OF HON. CECIL P. MILNE, ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF 
THE NAVY, MAT; REAR ADM. LOT ENSEY, USN, ASSISTANT COMP- 
TROLLER, DIRECTOR OF BUDGET AND REPORTS; REAR ADM. 
JOHN L. CHEW, USN, DIRECTOR, SHORE ESTABLISHMENT DE- 
VELOPMENT AND MAINTENANCE DIVISION, OFFICE OF CHIEF 
OF NAVAL OPERATIONS; CAPT. PETER CORRADI, DEPUTY CHIEF, 
BUDOCK, BUREAU OF YARDS AND DOCKS; REAR ADM. ROBERT 
T. S. KEITH, USN, ASSISTANT CHIEF, NAVAL OPERATIONS (NAVAL 
RESERVE) ; COMDR. JOHN W. M. MONTGOMERY, USN, CHIEF STAFF 
OFFICER; COMDR. ROBERT E. THOMAS, JR. (CEC), USN, STAFF 
OFFICER FOR MILITARY CONSTRUCTION; COMDR. JAMES V. 
BARTLETT (CEC), USN, DIRECTOR, PROGRAM MANAGEMENT, 
STAFF, BUREAU OF YARDS AND DOCKS; COMDR. IVAN L. SWOPE, 
USN, ASSISTANT FOR NAVAL RESERVE BUDGET AND FACILI- 
TIES, NAVAL RESERVE PLANS DIVISION, ASSISTANT CHIEF OF 
NAVAL OPERATIONS (NAVAL RESERVE); MR. W. P. TIENCKEN, 
BUREAU OF YARDS AND DOCKS, REAL ESTATE; BRIG. GEN. 
CHESTER R. ALLEN, USMC, ASSISTANT QUARTERMASTER GEN- 
ERAL, MARINE CORPS HEADQUARTERS; MR. THOMAS J. SMYTH, 
STAFF, SHORE STATION DEVELOPMENT BOARD, OFFICE OF CHIEF 
OF NAVAL OPERATIONS; AND MR. MILES G. WEDEMAN, SPECIAL 
ASSISTANT FOR FACILITIES, OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRE- 
TARY OF THE NAVY (MATERIAL) 


COMMITTEE PROCEDURE 


Senator Stennis. The subcommittee will please be in order. 
Gentlemen, we will follow the usual procedure here of having the 
Secretary make his statement without interruption, I hope, and then 
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we will get to the line items as soon as we can, everyone having 
plenty of opportunity to present the matters, but at the same time 
members of this committee are fairly familiar with the general pro- 
gram and think we understand your concept of things. 

We have had hearings this year on the authorization bill which 
includes many of these items. 

At the same time, we do not brush over and consider these en masse 
or in large chunks. I like to go through the book and know some- 
thing about these items, 

Gentlemen, this committee has the custom of asking witnesses to 
be sworn. So those who propose to testify for the Navy, do you and 
each of you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give 
at his hearing will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing “but 
the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Minne. I do. 

Admiral Cuew. I do. 

Admiral Kerru. I do 

Admiral Ensry. I do. 

Commander Montcomery. I do. 

Commander Tuomas. I do. 

Commander Barttert. I do. 

Commander Swope. I do. 

General Atien. I do. 

Captain Corrapt. I do. 

Mr. Wepeman. I do. 

Mr. Suytnu. I do. 

Mr. Trencken. I do. 

Senator Srennis. Gentlemen, if you will take the stand and give 
your name and state whether or not you have been sworn, the reporter 
can pick it up from there. 

Mr. Secretary, we are very glad to have you here, sir. You may 
proceed now in your own way, ‘please. 

Mr. Mine. I am Cecil P. Milne, Assistant Secretary of the Navy 
for Material. 


APPROPRIATION REQUEST 


Mr. Chairman, T am ney to support the request of the Depart- 
ment of the Navy for $244 million in new obligating authority for 
fiscal year 1960 for the appropriation Military construction, N: avy, 
and $9 million in new obligating authority for fiscal year 1960 for 
the appropriation Military construction, Naval Reserve. 

The 1960 military construction program of the Navy and Marine 
Corps is a tight program. It is part of a balanced program for 
procurement, “personnel, research, operation and maintenance, and 
facilities. 

It has been screened most rigorously to make sure we are providing 
only those items which are absolutely essential. 

The program, as a whole, represents the minimum possible, con- 
sistent with our responsibilities to the national defense. 

All projects contained in the funding program are included in the 


fiscal year 1960 military construction authorization program of the 
Department. 
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FAMILY HOUSING 


The same principles have been applied in dealing with requests for 
family housing. The Department recognizes the importance of hous- 
ing, but, at the same time, is determined to keep the construction of 
new housing at a level which will minimize the possibility of a sur- 
plus of housing should there be significant changes in the size of the 
Naval Establishment and its location over the next 10 to 20 years. 

The latter consideration is significant because of the long term 
charge to Navy appropriations represented by the obligation to pay 
off mortgages on housing built under the Capehart Act, which is the 
authority for most housing now being constructed. 

With this in mind, we are concentrating our efforts toward meeting 
housing requirements where there is a minimum of community sup- 
port in relation to the size of the military housing requirement. 

Other Navy witnesses will discuss with you the details of our ap- 
propriation request. I should like to discuss briefly several actions 
we are taking to improve the management of our facilities. 


BEVIEW OF FACILITY HOLDINGS 


First, we are now reviewing all of our facility holdings in accord- 
ance with guidance received from the Office of the Secretary of De- 
fense. This represents the second cycle of a program first instituted 
by the Secretary of Defense in 1955. 

Based on the experience gained during the initial review, we have 
refined the techniques for evaluating our real property. 


Under the review now being made, we are first determining the 
requirements for the products and services in connection with which 
the facilities are used. These requirements are stated without refer- 
ence to particular facilities. 

Matched against these requirements is the total capacity of the 
applicable facilities, stated in terms of the same products and serv- 
ices. If there is an excess of total capacity over total requirements, 
detailed studies are made to determine whether individual facilities 
can be disposed of or their operations consolidated with other 
activities. 

This new system should give us a yardstick for evaluating utiliza- 
tion of facilities and should be a useful tool in analyzing requests for 
new facilities. 

UNIFORM ACCOUNTING SYSTEM 


Second, work is going forward looking toward the establishment of 
a uniform accounting system for maintenance costs of the Shore Es- 
tablishment. This system will apply to all facilities regardless of 
which bureau has management control. 

When the system is fully installed, we will develop data for de- 
termining what, in fact, it is costing us to maintain the Shore Estab- 
lishment and for establishing criteria for measuring performance of 
the various bureaus in the maintenance of facilities. 

Further, we should also have information enabling us to decide what 
facilities should be replaced in order to effect substantial economies 
in maintenance and operation. 





200 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION APPROPRIATIONS, 1960 
PUBLIC WORKS CENTERS 


Third, consideration is being given to enlargement of the role of 
public works centers or the assignment of complete responsibility for 
public works to one command at each installation. 

At the present time, there are six public works centers in operation. 
These centers, located at major naval complexes, perform a variety of 
public works functions for activities in the immediate area. 

After an analysis of the role of the public works centers, we have 
come to the conclusion that further development of the public works 
center concept should result in more efficient and economical mainte- 
nance and operation of our facilities at several locations. 


DISPOSAL OF EXCESS REAL PROPERTY 


Fourth, we have taken action to speed and simplify the process for 
disposing of excess real property. 

Under a secretarial directive signed late last summer, existing proce- 
dures have been overhauled. The screening process has now been 
streamlined, and the amount of paperwork required to handle real 
property disposals has been cut substantially. 


PROBLEMS IN FACILITIES MANAGEMENT 


Fifth, a smal] group has been convened to consider informally major 
problems in facilities management and to discuss solutions to the prob- 
lems now faced. 

Tam hopeful that this group will prove a useful vehicle in our effort 
to improve policies and practices in the area of facilities management. 

These five actions, taken together, constitute part of our continu- 
ing effort in the Navy Department to improve management of facili- 
ties. 

I am sure we will be able to cite further examples of progress when 
we appear before you next year. 

Senator Stennis. Thank you, Mr. Secretary. Your statement is 
fine and sounds mighty good. 

T have said that the Secretary of the Navy, the Assistant Secretary, 
and the Navy itself, are all mighty good housekeepers. They know 
their lessons well and they have a good record of management. 

It has impressed me ever since I have been on the Armed Services 
Committee. 

May I ask a few general questions now. TI do not know that you 
gentlemen have the answers on the tip of your tongue to these per- 
centage questions, but the background of my thinking is this: 

IT am of the impression that we are going to have at least trouble 
spots, whether they develop into limited wars or small wars, or what- 
ever term you may use. I think we will have those for many years. 

You certainly cannot solve them nor control them by dropping a 
bomb. You have to have something less than that that you can use, 
as I see it. 

PLEA FOR FLEET MODERNIZATION 


I think the roving policeman of the world is the Navy. I use that 
word “policeman” not in the sense of trying to run everybody’s busi- 
ness, but in being able to go to these trouble spots. The most impres- 
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sive testimony I have heard this year is Admiral Burke’s plea for 
the modernization of the fleet. 

As I understand, much more money is needed to do what you gen- 
tlemen think is necessary. By contrast I think we are going off the 
deep end in spending so much money for missiles and so forth, and 
[am inclined to believe that it is at the expense of some of these other 
matters that. I have mentioned, modernization of the fleet and mod- 
ernization of the Army. 

When I say trouble spots, I mean places like Formosa, Lebanon, 
and others, that will be constantly in the picture. The fact that we 
can get to these places with aircraft carriers and with Marines and 
stay ‘there, patrolling these areas, I think is the big deciding factor. 

If we withdrew they would boil over overnight almost. 

So I think more and more each year of trying to prepare for prob- 
blems of this kind, not neglecting, of course, the overall so-called 
all-out: strike. 

MISSILE PROGRAM RESEARCH 


Now, back to the missiles. Do you have the figures here? I know 
the Navy has to carry on the role of research in many matters, but 
is your research money getting topheavy in this missile program ? 

What percent of your research money is going into the missile 
program ? 

Admiral Ensry. I don’t have it right at hand. 

Senator Stennis. If you can give us a figure on that I would like 
to have it. This is not critical, but I just want to get the picture. 

Admiral Cuew. I can answer that question on the percentage of 
the military construction that is going for missiles and TI think it 
might be indicative of the overall trend. It is approximately 14% 

Senator Stennis. I am going to ask you for this. You can anit 
these figures to the clerk later and ask him to call them to my atten- 
tion, and we will put them in the record. 

(The information referred to follows:) 


DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY 
FISCAL YEAR 1960 OBLIGATIONS FOR MISSILES, SELECTED APPROPRIATIONS 


[In millions] 


| Total obli- | Obligations | Obligations 
Appropriation gations in for for other 
appropri- POLARIS missiles 
ation 





Research, development, test, and evaluation, Navy- $990. 6 
Military construction, Navy__- Sa meneame Ruka . 266.0 .¢ 27.0 
Operation and maintenance, Navy.. cat Sala eg ran eee sel 2,966.0 |_.-- Ss estunenieats 





4, 222.6 232. 5 | 260.8 
Note.—POLARIS is the Navy’s only strategic missile. All others are tactical. 


RESEARCH PROGRAM CATEGORIES 


Senator Stennis. In the research program what percent is going 
into missiles? You can submit a rough figure on it. Maintenance 
and operations, I believe, is another category that your money falls 
into. What percent of that is going into the missile program? Also 
what precent of construction is going into missiles ? 
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That. will cover the picture, will it not, those three items ¢ 

Mr. Mine. I think it would be more informative, Senator, if we 
split between strategic missiles and tactical missiles. 

POLARIS isa strategic missile. SIDEWINDER and these other 
things are tactical missiles. 

Senator Srennis. Fine. That will be helpful. I do not ask the 
question critically. I want to know because the missiles program is 
very expensive. If they can only be financed at the expense of some- 
thing else, that is also essential, we are going to have to make some 
choice between missiles, I think. 

We just carry the whole load. 

All right, who is going to speak next ? 


STATEMENT OF REAR ADM. LOT ENSEY 


Admiral Ensry. I am Admiral Ensey, sir. I am under oath. 

I have a short budget statement that I will summarize and submit 
the statement for the record. 

Senator Stennis. Very fine. 

Admiral Ensry. It is a privilege to appear before you to present 
the Department of the Navy’s estimates for its “Military construc- 
tion, Navy,” and “Military construction, Naval Reserve,” appropria- 
tions for fiscal year 1960. 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, NAVY 


BUDGET ESTIMATE 


We request, for this appropriation, new obligational authority in 
the amount of $244 million. These funds are required to construct 
facilities urgently needed for the support of fleet operations, the 
Marine Corps, the missile program, and research, development, and 
test programs. 

The projects contained in this program have been screened care- 
fully within the Navy and by higher authority, and they represent 
only the most urgent requirements. 

In addition, the dollar total of our request has been carefully esti- 
mated and balanced out against the requirements for personnel, oper- 
ation and maintenance, procurement, and research, development, test, 


and evaluation comprising the total Navy program for fiscal year 
1960. 


TOTAL AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS 


For fiscal year 1960 we propose a total availability of funds for this 
appropriation of $357 million, to be made up of the $244 million 
NOA request, $110 million brought forward from fiscal year 1959, in 
an unobligated but fully apportioned status, and $3 million in mis- 
cellaneous recoveries and reimbursements. 

We expect to obligate $269 million during fiscal year 1960, le: wing 
an unobligated balance to carry forward into fiscal year 1961 of $88 
million. Fiscal year 1960 expenditures are estimated at $291 million. 

For comparison, in fiscal year 1959, we had a total availability of 
$456 million, as against $357 million, with an obligation Le in of $346 
million, as against $269 million, and expenditures of $338 million, 
against $291 million. 


So, in all phases, fiscal year 1960 is Ay reduced in compari- 
son with 1959. 
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MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, NAVAL RESERVE 
TRAINING FACILITIES 


The “Military construction, Naval Reserve” program is designed 
to provide the facilities needed for the proper training of our Re- 
serve units. For this program, we are requesting new obligational 
authority totaling $9 million. 

Again, the projects comprising this program and the funds needed 
for their accomplishment, have been carefully screened and balanced 
against all the other Navy requirements. 

For fiscal year 1960 we propose a total availability of $14.5 million, 
made up of the $9 million NOA request. and $5.5 million brought for- 
ward unobligated from fiscal year 1959, 

Against this amount we plan to obligate $11 million, leaving a 
balance to carry forward into fiscal year 1961 of $3.5 million. 

Expenditures for fiscal year 1960 are estimated at $10 million. 

As a matter of comparison our fiscal year 1959 financial plan for 
this appropriation indicated a total availability of $20.5 million, 
against $14.5 million, with both obligations and expenditures esti- 
mated at $15 million, against $10 million. 

Again, all aspects of this program are reduced, compared to 1959. 

Mr. Chairman, this concludes my statement. 

Rear Admiral Chew, Director of the Shore Establishment, Devel- 
opment and Maintenance Division, Office of the Chief of Naval Op- 
erations, is here to present the details of the program justifying our 
request: for funds. 

Senator Srennis. That is a very good statement for the record, 


Admiral. We can certainly tie to it and have something to report 
to. It is very timely indeed that you bring this in. 

Admiral Ensey. Thank you, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Now, you are going to stay with us? 

Admiral Ensey. Yes, sir; I will be here throughout all the hearing. 


STATEMENT OF REAR ADM. JOHN L. CHEW 


Senator Stennis. Admiral Chew, we are glad to have you here. I 
know something of your fine work. We are very attentive to anything 
you have to say about your construction program. 

Admiral Cuew. With your permission, sir, I have a statement to 
be included in the record, but I would like to brief the pertinent parts 
of it. 

Senator Stennis. Very good. 


REVISION OF BUDGET REQUES'T 


Admiral Cuew. The total of $245 million shown in your program 
book, sir, has been reduced by $281,000 with the concurrence of the 
Department of Defense and the Bureau of the Budget. 

Later in my statement I will explain the reason for this revision, 

In proposing the program each line item has been carefully screened. 
We have previously outlined these objectives in detail before your 
other committees and I would like to bring out that all of them sup- 
port in general one of four objectives. Of the total program of 
approximately $245 million, $190 million in military construction 
support fleet operations. 

The second category, Marine Corps, approximately $10 million. 
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MISSILE PROGRAM FUNDS 


And missiles, and here in answer to your question, the percentage 
of military construction that is going into missiles, approximately $4 
million for the POLARIS, for the strategic missile, and approxi- 
mately $30 million for the Pacific Missile Range, which includes both 
strategic and tactical. 

Senator Stennis. That is Point Mugu? 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir, the Pacific Missile Range in total, which 
includes Point Arguello and Point Mugu. 

Then research and development, approximately $9 million. 

Those are the four categories. We have in the program book 223 
line items at 87 stations. “185 of these line items are at continental 
activities and the remaining are at overseas activities. 

All of the specific line items recommended by the Navy for new 
authorization this year, plus several line items for amendment of prior 
authorization, are included in the funding program. It includes, in 
addition, previously authorized line items totaling $77 million. 

In other words, that was our authorization this year plus an addi- 
tional $77 million of previously authorized line items. 

Senator Stennis. You are on page 2 of your prepared statement? 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir. 

Then the program is composed of 11 classes. I will just brief the 
classes because in my testimony I specifically speak to the classes. 

The first, of course, is shipyard facilities. The second, the fleet base 
facilities, where we have only one project. The third, aviation facil- 
ities, which, as you can see, comprises a great portion of our program. 


PROGRAM REVISION 


And, I would like to mention here, the revision in the program to 
which I referred a little earlier. It is in aviation facilities. 

In view of the uncertain status of the developmental jet plane, the 
Seamaster, or as it is called, the P6M, we wish to withdraw the proj- 
ect at the naval seaplane facility, Harvey Point, N.C., for construe- 
tion of a hangar at an estimated cost of $689,000. 

We also wish to reduce the scope of the project for dredging of the 
harbor at the Naval Air Station, Rota, Spain. The revised project 
would omit dredging of a turning basin in the middle of the harbor, 
but would continue to provide for dredging adjacent to the water- 
front structures. 

This would reduce the estimated cost by about $614 million to $5.4 
million. 

To compensate for this reduction, we recommend the addition of 
two previously authorized but unfunded projects at a total estimated 
cost in an equivalent amount, $6.9 million. 

This is actually $281,000 less than the reduction I have just out- 
lined. 

EXTENSION OF RUNWAY, GUANTANAMO BAY, CUBA 


Both of the added ee are urgently required to support fleet 
operations. One is at the Naval Air Station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, 
for extension of the runway, which basically is a safety item, Mr. 
Chairman. 
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Senator Stennis. A safety item? 

Admiral Curw. Yes, sir. With our high performance jets the loss 
of one jet over the end of that runway would more than pay for 
the runway extension. 

The other is for recreational facilities at Mayport, Fla., and it will 
provide five much needed facilities. 

On the first of next month this activity will be officially designated 
a naval station instead of an auxiliary air station. Home ported 
here will be 24 destroyers, and there will be 5 carriers off and on. 
There are practically no recreational facilities there now—I might say 
that the men stand in long lines to use one of the few pay telephones 
and they really need the facilities. 

Senator Stennis. You mean you are changing the whole nature of 
the setup there ¢ 

Admiral Cuew. We are revising the mission, sir. They were pre- 
viously authorized recreational facilities but, quite frankly, Mr. 
Chairman, in the tight budgetary area we previously felt that rec- 
reational facilities were those subject to the most criticism, but we 
do need them. 

So they were substituted when the reductions for the Rota dredging 
and the Harvey Point hangar were made. 

Then the fourth class, of course, is our supply facilities. The fifth, 
Marine Corps facilities. 

I would like to point out that Marine aviation facilities come under 
aviation facilities, but facilities for the ground forces of the Marines 
isa separate class. 

Then the ordance facilities. Notice, too, that that supports 
POLARIS. 


PREPARED STATEMENT 


The service school facilities, the medical facilities, the communica- 
tion facilities, the Office of Naval Research—and I have previously 
noted the amount of the military construction budget for research— 
and the eleventh and last, the yards and docks facilities. 

I think you have two program books. 

(The statement referred to follows :) 


Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I am Rear Adm. John L. Chew, 
U.S. Navy, Director of the Shore Establishment Development and Maintenance 
Division in the Office of the Chief of Naval Operations. 

The Navy’s military construction funding program for fiscal year 1960 totals 
$245,098,000 based on new obligational authority of $244 million. Approval of 
this program by the committee is recommended. The total of $245,379,000 shown 
in the program book has been reduced by $281,000 with the concurrence of the 
Department of Defense and the Bureau of the Budget. Later in my statement 
I shall explain the reason for this revision. 

Fach line item in the program has been thoroughly screened within the ex- 
ecutive department as to scope, estimated cost, validity and urgency of the 
requirement. 

In composing the program, each line item has been subjected to a final test of 
eligibility—tthat it support one or more of four major military objectives. These 
objectives have a single ultimate purpose—the improvement of fleet readiness. 
We have previously outlined these objectives in detail to the Senate Committee 
on Armed Services in the presentation of our authorization program. The 
objectives and the amount provided for their support in the program are: 
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1. Fleet operations $190, 642, 000 


(a) Carrier strike force 52, 311, 000 
(6) Antisubmarine warfare 11, 247,000 
(c) Continental air defense 19, 863, 000 
(d) Training 36, 866, 000 
I a te ares tase TO, 355, 000 


. Marine Corps, including air and ground forces 10, 968, 000 
. Missiles 34, 466, 000 


(a) Fleet ballistic missiles (POLARIS) 4, 416, 000 
(b) Pacific missile range 30, 050, 000 


pean = IU OINCINNINIIRE RUDI I i es re esi amines 9, 022, 000 


Grand total 245, O98, 000 


There are 223 line items at 87 stations in the program. One hundred eight- 
five of these line items are at continental activities in the amount of $179,794,000. 
The remaining 38 line items are at oversea activities in the total amount of 
$65,304,000. <All of the specific line items recommended by the Navy for au- 
thorization this year, plus several items for amendment of prior authorization, 
are included in the funding program. It includes, in addition, previously au- 
thorized line items totaling $77,031,000. 

The program is composed of 11 classes of facilities. Each class is sponsored 
by a bureau or office of the Navy, including the Office of the Chief of Naval 
Operations and the Commandant, Marine Corps. They have been thoroughly 
integrated to form a balanced program for optimum support of a modern fleet. 
The following is a summary of the classes and the amount and several examples 
of projects included in each: 


1. Shipyard facilities, $9,755,000 


Included in this class are projects at several shipyards for modernization 
of old and wornout facilities. These include two line items at the Boston 
yard and one line item at the Brooklyn yard for improvement of drydocks 
which are needed for repairing and overhauling ships of the fleet. A project 
for construction of subsidence protective measures at the Long Beach Naval 
Shipyard is also in the program. It is similar to a project in last year's 
program for the same purpose. It is required to prevent flooding by the sea 
of the sunken land in the yard and surrounding area caused by the extraction 
of oil from the Wilmington field. 


2. Fleet base facilities, $7,353,000 


The only project in this case is for construction of a breakwater at the 
Naval Station, Newport, R.I. It is needed to protect ships moored at the 
piers from damage caused by the surging action of waves during the frequent 
wind storms in the area. 


8. Aviation facilities, $128,358,000 


One of the major projects in this class is for the continued development of 
the Naval Auxiliary Air Station at Meridian, Miss. The mission of this station 
is the basic training of aviation cadets in jet aircraft. Another major project 
is at the new Naval Air Station, Lemoore, Calif. Upon completion of this 
increment, this master jet station will become operational, although certain 
additional facilities will be needed in order to make the station completely 
usable. <A third important and continuing development is a project in the 
program for the Marine Corps Auxiliary Air Station at Yuma, Ariz. The largest 
single project in the pregram is for the development of the Pacific Missile 
Range at Point Mugu and Point Arguello, Calif., and several islands in the 
-acific. This project has considerable significance to the country in that if is 
for the third of the national missile ranges, the other two being at White Sands, 
N. Mex., and Cape Canaveral, Fla. This range will be unique in that it will 
provide facilities for firing devices for both equatorial and polar orbiting 
which are not available at the other two ranges. A number of other important 
projects are included in this class at other continental and several strategic 
oversea Stations. 





642, 000 


311, 000 
247,000 
363, 000 
866, 000 
$52), OOK) 


68, 000 
166, 000 


116, 000 
J50, 000 


122, 000 


J98, 000 


| eight- 
194,000. 
yunt of 
for au- 
ization, 
Sly au- 


ynsored 

Naval 
“oughly 
n fleet. 
‘amples 


ization 
Boston 
rydocks 
project 
| Naval 

year's 
the sea 
raction 


at the 
at the 
requent 


nent of 
station 
project 
of this 
certain 
pletely 
in the 
largest 
Missile 
in the 
at if is 
Sands, 
it will 
whiting 
portant 
trrategic 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION APPROPRIATIONS, 1960 207 


The revision in the program to which I referred earlier in this statement is 
in the aviation facilities. In view of the uncertain status of the developmental 
jet seaplane, the Seamaster, or, as it is also called, the P6M, the Navy wishes 
to withdraw the project at the naval seaplane facility, Harvey Point, N.C., 
for construction of a hangar at the estimated cost of $689,000. We also wish 
to reduce the scope of the project for dredging of the harbor at the Naval Air 
Station, Rota, Spain. The revised project would omit dredging of a turning 
basin in the middle of the harbor but would continue to provide for the dredging 
adjacent to the waterfront structures. This would reduce the estimated cost 
by $6,534,000 from $11,934,000 to $5,400,000. 

To compensate for this reduction we recommend the addition of two pre- 
viously authorized but unfunded projects at the total estimated cost of $6,942,000. 
This is $281,C00 less than the reductions I have just outlined. 

30th of the added projects are urgently required to support fleet operations. 
One is at the Naval Air Station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, for extension of run- 
way at the estimated cost of $5,619,000. It is essential for the safety of aviators 
and to reduce wreckage of expensive high performance jet aircraft in landing 
and takeoff operations. The other project is at the Naval Auxiliary Air Station, 
Mayport, Fla. It will provide five much needed recreational facilities at the 
estimated cost of $1,323,000 at this relatively isolated location. On the first 
of next month this activity will be officially designated a naval station. At the 
present time there are 5 carriers, 24 destroyers and a destroyer tender home- 
ported here. There will be in excess of 8,000 officers and men from the station 
and the ships on liberty at any one time. The station is not now equipped to 
provide for the physical exercise and wholesome recreation of this large number 
of men. 


4. Supply facilities, $10,069,000 


There are four projects in this class for alteration of existing buildings for 
installation of electronic data processing machines which are necessary for 
modern business procedures; and two major storage facilities for petroleum 
products at strategically located stations in the Pacific. 

5. Marine Corps facilities, $4,155,000 

All of the projects in this class are at continental activities. They are needed 
primarily for modernization of Marine Corps bases hurriedly built in World 
War II. One of the principal projects is for replacement of seriously deterio- 


rated, substandard barracks at Camp Pendleton, Calif., to provide decent living 
accommodations for the men. 


6. Ordnance facilities, $6,351,000 
This class includes a project required for the accelerated development of 


POLARIS, the fleet ballistic missile; and three projects for provision of storage 
and shop facilities for antisubmarine warfare weapons. 
7. Service school facilities, $16,341,000 

This class is especially important to the Navy since it includes projects needed 
primarily for modernization of various Navy schools and training centers. In 
order to operate the highly complex ships and weapons of the modern Navy, it 
is essential that our young officers and enlisted men receive considerable training 
ashore before they can be considered competent, even under strict supervision, 
to be assigned duty at sea. 


8. Medical facilities, $7,863,000 


The two projects in this class are at continental activities. One is for re- 
placement of the deteriorated hospital facilities at the National Naval Medical 
Center, Bethesda, Md.; and the other is for Medical Research Laboratory facili- 
ties at New London, Conn. 


9. Communication facilities, $13,183,000 


Two of the major projects in this class are for completing the developments 
started several years previously. One of these projects is to provide the base 
facilities for the unique Naval Radio Research Station, Sugar Grove, W. Va. 
The other project will complete the facilities required for the highly important 
Naval Radio Station in Washington County, Maine. The projects at overseas 
stations in this class are to round out and modernize existing facilities. 


42550—59——14 
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10. Office of naval research facilities, $1,591,000 


The single project in this class will provide high level radiation facilities at 
the Naval Research Laboratory in the District of Columbia. These facilities 
are essential for basic research concerned with the design of nuclear-powered 
surface ships, Submarines and aircraft. 


11. Yards and docks facilities, $40,079,000 


The major portion of the funds required for projects in this class is needed 
for the general support of the Naval Shore Establishment. These general pur- 
poses include planning and design of proposed facilities ; repair and replacement 
of facilities damaged by storm, earthquake, fire or other act of God; and ac- 
quisition of land and facilities needed for development of family housing proj- 
ects. Specific projects at two overseas activities are also included in this 
class. One of these is a major undertaking for construction of electric power 
facilities on Guam; the other project is for provision of additional water supply 
facilities at the Naval Base, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba. 

Two program books have been furnished to the committee. These books con- 
tain a summary of the program and details of each of the line items. If any 
additional information should be desired on any one of these line items, I shall 
be pleased to provide it. In conclusion, I wish to reiterate that the program is 
austere and modest in scope and is composed of only our most urgently needed 
projects. I strongly recommend approval of each of them. 










RESPONSIBILITY OF BUREAU OF YARDS AND Docks 


Admiral Curew. I am now prepared, Mr. Chairman, to start in with 
the first page of the program book and discuss each station in detail 
as you would prefer, sir. 

Senator Stennis. I think we will follow that course. 

Captain Corrapr. Mr. Chairman, I have a short statement which 
speaks to the responsibility of the Bureau of Yards and Docks. With 


your permission I would like to have that inserted in the record and 
save time. 


Senator Srennis. Al] right. 
(The statement referred to follows :) 


STATEMENT OF CAPT. PETER CORRADI 


Mr. Chairman, members of the committee, I am Capt. P. Corradi, Deputy Chief 
of the Bureau of Yards and Docks. 

As you know, the Bureau of Yards and Docks is responsible for the design and 
construction of the Nuvy’s Shore Establishment. Together with its field organi- 
zations the Bureau participates in the development of the construction programs 
from their inception by furnishing technical services, feasibility studies, pre- 
liminary engineering and cost estimates. After the project has been authorized 
and funds appropriated by the Congress it is the Bureau’s task to proceed with 
actual construction and to prosecute the work in the manner necessary to meet 
the required beneficial occupancy date. 

It continues to be our policy to award construction contracts on the basis 
of competitive bidding. To this end we have either closed out or converted to 
lump-sum the five cost-plus-fixed-fee contracts that were reported to this com- 
mittee as being active last fiscal year. We ask, however, that authority for 
cost-plus-iixed-fee contracts be not entirely withdrawn since this authority 
sometimes serves the best interest of the Government. This is particularly true 
(a) where the project is located in an isolated or foreign area where certain 
new and unusual construction requirements are involved, with risks of such 
proportions that contractors under lump-sum contracts would have to include 
excessively large contingency costs in their bids or ()) where plans and specifi- 
cations are not available and cannot be made available within our time require- 
ments. 

One objective of the Bureau of Yards and Docks has been to reduce the amount 
of unused authorization carried forward each year. At the end of this fiscal 
year we expect to have no more than $212 million in unobligated authoriza- 
tion on hand. If the new authorization requested this year is granted it should 
be possible, with a reasonable obligation rate and normal rescissions, to reduce 
the unobligated authorization to about $68 million by the end of fiscal year 1910. 
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Another objective has been to reduce the amount of unobligated appropriation 
remaining at the end of each fiscal year and to make greater use of the funds 
that are carried over. 

Under the full funding concept no funds may be used for starting new line 
items until a sufficient amount has been reserved to complete work in progress, 
whether the work in progress is expected to be completed in the operating fiscal 
year Or in a future year. This requirement is contained in Department of De- 
fense Directive 7150.3 of May 29, 1957, which was issued pursuant to a February 
5, 1957 letter from the Bureau of the Budget to the Department of Defense 
and in the Bureau of the Budget Circular No. A-84 which was issued pursuant 
to section 3679 of the Revised Statutes as amended (31 U.S.C. 665). 

Under this system we will always have on hand a certain amount of funds 
held in reserve for known future obligations against work in progress. The 
tabulation below shows that we had $456 million available for use during fiscal 
year 1959. Of this amount we expect to obligate $346 million leaving $110 mil- 
lion carried over unobligated. As indicated, however, the entire $110 million is 
committed. About $6 million will be needed to award engineering contracts 
in July and August, prior to the receipt of the new appropriation, for the prepa- 
ration of final plans and specifications for the fiscal year 1960 program, and for 
vreliminary engineering for the fiscal year 1961 program. The remaining $104 
million will be required to complete work in progress as of June 30, 1959. 

Millions 
Unobligated carryover from fiscal year 1958_________. . — $139 
Recoveries (N.M.F. Spain) 
Reimbursements 
New obligating authority 


PTOI GM RUAN ic co canna ennai nani 
Obligations fiscal year 195f 


Unobligated carryover from fiscal year 1959 
tequired to complete work in progress 
Required for planning (July and August 1959) 


Uncommitted carryover from fiscal year 1959 


The attached chart shows the above tabulation graphically together with the 
corresponding data for fiscal year 1958. 

Seldom will the initial contract awarded to start a line item provide for every- 
thing required to complete the item. For contracts of any magnitude there will 
ulmost always be change orders made necessary as unforeseen conditions are un- 
covered during construction. After the major work is started there will be new 
eontracts awarded for minor elements of work that are best accomplished after 
the primary work is well along. There will be collateral equipment, much of 
which does not create an obligation against the appropriation until the line item 
for which it is intended is nearing completion. And Government administra- 
tive costs must be incurred in increments from the beginning of construction to 
the end. 

Under our program management procedures future obligations under each of 
these categories are reported from the field at regular intervals for all work in 
progress. Therefore, except for a very small amount to cover unknown future 
contingencies the amount required to complete work in progress is determined 
from a summary of known future procurement actions covering specific items of 
work or equipment. 

We believe that the marked reduction in the unobligated carryover for fiscal 
year 1959 together with specific backup for the amount of reserve required to 
complete work in progress, constitutes the greater utilization of carryover funds 
from prior years’ appropriations. 

Despite the fact that Navy construction appropriations in recent years have 
been maintained at modest levels, the Bureau of Yards and Docks, its field ac- 
tivities, and the civil engineer corps are all prepared to undertake a larger vol- 
ume of construction at an accelerated rate should world events or other major 
demands so dictate. 

I will be present throughout these hearings and will be pleased to answer any 
questions concerning the operation of the Bureau of Yards and Docks and the 
Navy’s military construction program. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
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FACILITIES AT BETHESDA MEDICAL CENTER 


Senator Srennis. And now may I ask Admiral Chew one or two 
questions. 

These medical facilities now, one is an item to replace the hospital 
facilities at the medical center at Bethesda. 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. What is that, your X-ray machines, items of that 
kind? You will have that covered, though ? 

Admiral Cuirw. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. What was it you said about the Marine Corps 
facilities? 

Admiral Crew. I just pointed out, Mr. Chairman, that the Marine 
Corps facilities specifically refer to the ground forces of the Marine 
Corps, while the aviation facilities for Marines are included in the 
class mentioned, aviation facilities. 

In other words, the Marine aviation facilities are included in our 
class of aviation facilities while the facilities for the ground forces 
are included in a separate class. 

Senator Stennis. All right, Captain Corradi. You proceed in your 
own way. 

UTILIZATION OF CARRYOVER FUNDS 





Captain Corrapt. I have just a brief summary of the important 
points in my statement. Last year this committee indicated that a 
greater utilization of carryover funds from prior years appropriations 
should be made. 

Asa result of this, we plan this year to carry over no funds for the 
purpose of starting new work. With the exception of a small amount 
for planning, every dollar carried over will be required to complete 
work already in progress at the end of the year. 

The total amount of our carryover this year will be about $110 
million, a considerable reduction over the $139 million carried over 
last yea 

Contrary to last year’s situation, all of this carryover except for the 
small planning amount will be committed to complete work started 
at the end of the fiscal year. 

This, in brief, is the gist of my statement which I will offer for the 
record. 

Senator Srennis. You are reduced now, I understand, to a $110 
million carryover, all of which is committed and will be used to 
complete items already under actual contract ? 

Captain Corrapt. Yes, sir; all of the $110 million is committed for 
completion of line items. There will be the exception that I mentioned 
in my remarks, of a small amount for continuation planning. 

Senator Stennis. Yes. Is that $110 million a reasonable amount, 
about the average amount for a carryover, or is it unusually skimpy, 
or what is that situation ? 

Captain Corrapt. We think it is tight, but we have made a study of 
this carryover figure for the past 3 years and we think that it is ade- 
quate to continue the program at the present planned level. 

Senator Srennis. All right; that means, then, that you would 
have approximately the same amount in the same situation at the end 
of the coming fiscal year? 
















































or two 


Lospital 


of that 


Corps 


Marine 
Marine 
in the 


in our 
forces 


in your 


ortant 
that a 
lations 


for the 
mount 
mplete 


it, $110 
d over 


for the 
started 


for the 


a $110 
sed to 


ed for 
tioned 


nount, 
“impy, 


idy of 
s ade- 


would 
1e end 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION APPROPRIATIONS, 1960 211 


Captain Corrapt. Yes, or even less. 

Senator Stennis. Is that approximately right? 

Captain Corrapt. We hope to make it less. 

Senator Stennis. My next observation, and then a question, is this: 

A great majority of these items that you are asking for here now 
in this bill were just authorized this year. Do you expect to con- 
tinue to keep the program that you ask for in appropriations as close 
as you can to the program you request in the authorization bill each 
year? Is that your obiective? 

Captain Corrapt. That is our objective. 

Senator Stennis. What do you say to that, Admiral Chew ? 

Admiral Curw. I would like to answer that question, sir. In frank- 
ness to you 

Senator Stennis. If there is some problem, I want to know about 
It. 

UNFUNDED AUTHORIZED PROJECTS 

Admiral Curw. Yes, sir. We still at this present moment have un- 
funded authorized projects in the neighborhood of $70 million. Those 
are carried in a program cleared status. 

In other words, they have gone through the procedures of the 
Bureau of the Budget, but, frankly, there is no money for them, but 
they are not on this funding program. 

There are some previously authorized items, as I pointed out, in this 
funding program, but these totaling about $70 million are not. Con- 
sequently, if new obligational authority in the order of $244 million 
were granted to the Navy, there are still some $70 million worth— 
in that neighborhood—of projects with very high priority that would 
not necessarily displace the bottom $70 million of this program. This 
is so because we would have to then integrate and determine which 
ones would be funded within the funds alloted, sir. 

I think that is most important, that we recognize that there are 
unfunded items that are not in this funding program, sir. 

Senator Srennis. But they are still authorized and they are still 
needed ? 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir. They are authorized and approved for 
funding. 

Senator Stennis. When you say approved for funding, you mean 
they will be put on the approved list in an appropriation bill at some 
time? 

Admiral Curw. That is correct, sir. 

Senator Srennts. Here is one thing: I know we have these bills 
pending until the very last day of the session. There are a lot of things 
happening and it is confusion compounded sometimes. I think last 
year we might have acted somewhat hastily in setting the total amount 
after having discussed so thoroughly what was going to be on the 
funding list. It was not altogether clear just how much money was 
actually needed for the current fiscal year. 

So we want to be certain to have our facts and figures. You cannot 
have sound judgment unless you have the right facts. We want to be 
certain to have these facts clear and lined up this year. 
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OBLIGATED AND COMMITTED FUNDS 





Admiral Crew. Perhaps, Mr. Chairman, the Navy was remiss in 
not explaining clearly the difference between obligated moneys and 
committed moneys. 

As Captain Corradi said, there are $110 million not obligated, Int 
the funds are committed just as surely as if you had a piece of paper 
tieing up the funds. 

Senator Srennts. When you say committed, just what steps does 
that include? 

Admiral Crew. I would like to speak to that a little bit, s 

Senator Stennis. I say, what steps does that include ? 

Admiral Curw. For example, Senator, if you are going to build a 
drydock, you would let a contract for the drydock, but probably vou 
would not. let the contract for the cranes or some of the supporting 
facilities. Yet that money is just as surely committed to the proper 
operation of that drydock as it could be. 

Senator Stennis. So when you say obligated, you mean actual con- 
tract there? 

Admiral Crew. That is correct. 

Senator Stennis. Something a man could sue on, if necessary ? 

Admiral Curew. That is correct. 

Senator Srennis. The crane is a very excellent illustration; that 
goes with the dock, it seems tome. It means that you have by impli- 
cation earmarked that money and if you are going to have the com- 
pleted drydock facility, you have to have the crane. 

Admiral Curew. You might not even let the contract for the caisson 
at the precise time you let the contract for excavation of the dock. 
There is another example. 

T could name a great many examples. Perhaps Captain Corradi 
would like to amplify that. 

Captain Corrapt. You are doing very well, sir. Just keep on. 

Senator Srennts. All right. I think that isa good beginning. 

Is there anything else you gentlemen wish to say before we get into 
the line items? 

If we have nothing more, we will proceed to take up the line items. 

Mr. Clerk, you m: ake a special memorandum about this $110 mil- 
lion. We had the same matter with the Army. I want a special 
memo that I can fit into my pocket and take around with me on this 
situation. 

All right, now, Mr. Rexroad told me that you did not have a sepa- 
rate book this time for your classified items. 

Admiral Cnew. That is correct, sir. When a classified item comes 
up I will indicate it, sir. 

Senator Stennis. I would like the hearings to be open whenever 
possible. I think it is fair to the press and it is an obligation to the 
press. 

Tf you are going to omit your classified items, I will say nothing. 
That means we will pick them up later. 
All right, proceed in your own way, sir. 
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SHIPYARD FACILITIES 


Admiral Cuew. Mr. Chairman, the first of the 11 classes of facilities 
| previously mentioned are the “Shipyard facilities.” In this class 
there are 11 line items at 6 continental activities for $9,248,000 and 1 
at an oversea activity for $509,000, or a total of $9,755,000. 

All are in this year’s authorization bill. 

These facilities are required for protection of existing installations, 
and to support construction, repair, overhaul, operations of sub- 
marines and surface ships. 


NavaAL Surpyarp, Boston, MAss. 


The first. project is at the Naval Shipyard, Boston, Mass. It con- 
sists of two items in the amount of $1,422,000. 

As you know, Mr. Chairman, the mission of this shipyard is to 
provide essential logistic support for the assigned ships and service 
craft. 

Senator Srennis. Pardon me just a moment. If you will, call 
the page number that you are referring to. That will help me to 
keep up with you. You may not have the same book before you. 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir; 1 do. 

Admiral Ensry. Page Roman I, Arabic 1. 

Admiral Curw. This will go consecutively by your pages. 

Senator Stennis. Another thing, after we have been into some of 
the items you do not have to repeat so much on that item when we 
come to it again. Just like the Army had the new ranges for firing. 
They explained that one time. When we came to it again they just 
mentioned it and went on. 

Admiral Cuew. Certainly. 

The first item, as I said, is at Boston, and it is for improvement 
to the dewatering system of drydock No. 1 and drydock No. 2. 

The existing pumps are 56 years old. They, frankly, are worn 
out. Repairs cannot be made economically because the design is out- 
moded and parts cannot be obtained commercially. 

The failure of the pumps is imminent and if it occurs it will be 
impossible to use these two major drydocks which are dewatered by 
the pumps. 

Senator Srennis. All right, I think that covers that item. 

Admiral Cuew. The other line item is for the replacement of the 
caisson. Here again it is purely a question of a caisson that is 59 
years old and it has outlived its useful life. 

Senator Srennis. The next item. 


BROOKLYN SHIPYARD 


Admiral Cuew. The second project is at the shipyard in Brooklyn, 
Which has essentially the same mission as that in Boston. Here again 
we have a project for the installation of a drydock dewatering con- 
duit. It is a little different from the Boston yard because we are 
going to dewater one dock with another conduit, but it is essentially 
the same type of operation, sir. 

Senator Stennis. I notice with interest here the year of initial oc- 
cupancy, 1800 in Boston, 1801 in Brooklyn. The Navy has been in 
business a long time. 
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All right, I think those are clear, gentlemen. We can pass on. 

Admiral Cirew. With your permission, Mr, Chairman, I will in- 
clude the entire statement which I am generally briefing in anticipation 
of any questions for the record, sir. 

Senator Stennis. All right, that will take a good long while. We 
can have those included in the record, Admiral, where you wish, and 
then you can summarize. 

Do you think that it is necessary to include all these items in the 
record, Admiral Chew ? 

Admiral Cuew. I don’t think so. 

Senator Srennis. You see, you have those on file and they are iden- 
tified. If you can say what you wish to say and say the remainder 
will be found in book 1, page so and so, that connects it up. Anyone 
who wants to look an item up can then do so. 


Davip TAYLoR MopEert BASIN 


Admiral Curw. Continuing, then, Mr. Chairman, the third project 
is at the David Taylor Model Basin, Carderock, Md. That is on page 
6, sir. It consists of the expansion of an acoustic data analysis center 
ata cost of $318,000. 

The many research tasks assigned to this facility under its mission 
to conduct fundamental, applied and developmental research in ship 
design, is that of solving problems of noise elimination and reduction 
of vibration. We have some acoustic an: ulysis equipment presently 
temporarily installed in a storage building and more equipment of that 
nature is on order and a requirement exists for a permanent addition 
to the applied mathematics laboratory building in which this equip- 
ment. will be properly housed and consolidated. 

Examples of some of the work in progress to be accomplished with 
this equipment are evaluation and reduction of self and radiated noise 
from submarines and improvement of sonar detection range. This 
will, of course, permit improvements in antisubmarine warfare and 
nuclear submarines. 

Senator Stennis. All right. I always try to watch for the items 
that. are repetitious among the services, but this is strictly on ship- 
building design. 

Admiral Crew. Yes, sir. 

Senator STENNIS. Tet me ask you a general question here on your 
insert. You say “Authorization not yet in inventory, sixteen million 
five.” Then down below, “estimated future authorization, six million 
four.” Now, back to the first one mentioned “Authorization not yet 
in inventory.” does that mean existing authorization on the books that 
have not yet been 

Captain Corrapt. Those are projects underway, previously author- 
ized and funded, under construction, not yet fully completed and 
placed in the inventorv. 

Senator Srennts. You mean you have $16 million worth of com- 
mitments or obligations? 

Captain Corrapt. Yes, sir. The bulk of that is in a single project 
which was anthorized in 1956 for a rotating arm and maneuvering 
basin which was authorized in the amount. of over $12 million. 

Tt is approximately 82 percent completed. 
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Senator Srennis. When does it go into inventory, when it is actu- 
ally taken over for operation ? 

Captain Corrapt. Yes, sir; when the project itself is fully com- 
pleted and turned over to the command, it is taken up on inventory. 

Senator STENNis. Now, your estimated future authorizations, that 
is just a round figure that I think we worked out partly with the 
Navy on our authorization subcommittee. That is just a look into the 
future more or less? 

Captain Corrapr. It usually represents an estimate of the construc- 
tion requirement to complete the master plan of an activity. 

Senator Stennis. Suppose in addition to this $16 million you had 
$6 million that was just authorized and floating around; it was not 
under construction, it was not committed in any way, how would you 
reflect that on this table ? 

Captain Corrapi. That authorization would appear on the table, 
but 1 would have to make an explanation to you other than that I 
have just made on this one. 

Senator Srennis. It would appear as an authorization not yet 
funded ? 

Captain Corrapr. That is right. 

Senator Srennis. That has kind of evolved over the years, Mr. 
Rexroad. It is quite revealing to have each item listed that way. 
All right, the next item, please. 


NAVAL SHIPYARD, LONG BEACH 


Admiral Curw. The next item is page 8, Mr. Chairman. This is 
one you are fairly familiar with, I am sure, the Naval Shipyard at 
Long Beach, for subsidence protective measures in the amount of 
$500,000. 

As I have explained in the authorization hearings, this is a protec- 
tive measure to prevent flooding of the shipyard and is not part of 
the total overall. 

Senator Srennis. Apparently we are not going to have any con- 
test on this this year. 

Admiral Cuew. No, sir. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Stennis. The next item. 


NEW LONDON, CONN., SUBMARINE BASE 


Admiral Cuew. Page 10. This is the fifth project in this class, 
Mr. Chairman. It is at the Naval Submarine Base, New London, 
Conn. 

It consists of four line items in the amount of $3,146,000 in support 
of submarine operations and training. 

The mission of this base is to maintain and operate facilities to 
support, training and experimental operations of the Atlantic Fleet 
submarine forces. 

Its major tasks are to provide logistic support for two operational 
submarine squadrons; headquarters, Commander Submarine Force, 
US. Atlantic Fleet; Submarine Development Group and certain 
reserve fleet and operational and development force vessels. 

The first. item is for barracks in the amount of $2,225.000. This will 
provide for the construction of barracks to house 1.180 shore-based 
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and fleet enlisted men and to keep pace with the recently increased 
student training load and planned increase due to the acceleration of 
the nuclear and Polaris submarine programs, as you know. 

As you also know, sir, two crews are required for each submarine 
and the barracks are to take care of the increased load. 

The second item is for the replacement of boilers for $877,000, 
Here again, this is almost a safety item. To provide for the replace- 
ment of two obsolescent boilers that have been—TI think they are 
actually 41 years old and the drums and tube walls have eroded. 

Senator Srennis. I think that is covered with your printed state- 
ment. Now, is this replacement or expanded program on these 
barracks? 

Admiral Cuew. This is an expanded program for the personnel 
who are to be trained there for operation of the nuclear submarine 
programs, sir. 

Senator Stennis. The next item. 

Admiral Curew. The third item for the station 

Senator Stennis. I think those are covered. 

Admiral Cuew. All right, sir. 


PORTSMOUTH SHIPYARD 


Now, the last of the continental shipyard projects is at Portsmouth, 
N.H. Here again we have a similar situation to Boston and New 
York except that Portsmouth is primarily a shipyard concerned with 
submarines. 

The first line item is for the deepening of the berths at an estimated 
cost of $497,000. 

The newer type submarines, some of which are planned for con- 
struction at this very yard, have drafts about 29 feet. So we need the 
berths deeper there to provide berthing facilities. 


IMPROVEMENT OF BUILDING WAYS 


The second line item is on the next page, sir, the improvement of 
building ways 

Senator Srennis. What are building ways? 

Admiral Cuew. Building ways are the structure on which ships 
are built and launched from. Some ships are built in a drydock. 
Some are built on ways. 

As you know, from pictures of launchings, it slides down the ways 
and into the water. 

Senator Srennts. You do build some of them in the drydocks them- 
selves? 

Admiral Crew. Some ships are built in drydocks, some ships are 
built on ways; yes,sir. Thisis simply for an improvement of the ways. 

The ways were big enough to build the World War IT types, but 
with the increase in size they have to be strengthened and lengthened 
for the new type of construction, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Stennis. Do you know down at Pascagoula, Miss., we build 
them out in the open. They work all winter sometimes without hav- 
ing to put up much of a shed. 

Admiral Crew. There are other ways of building them. They 
build them and dump them on their side, too, sir. 
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Senator Srennis. I am glad to learn what term you use. I knew 
some of them were not built in drydocks, but I did not know what you 
called it. 

The next item. 

Suip Repair FAciiiries, GUAM 


Admiral Cnew. The next item is on page 18, Mr. Chairman. The 
last of the shipyard facilities is overseas at the naval ship repair 
facility, Guam, in the Marianas. This is for the rehabilitation of 
wharves at an estimated cost of $507,000. This shipyard is for logistic 
support and is our most firm advanced base. 

These docks were built of coral with steel sheet piling and they have 
deteriorated. 

Senator Stennis. I know you have to improve that. 

You have a statement on shipyard facilities, do you not? 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. That may be included in the record at this point. 

(The statement referred to follows:) 


SHIPYARD FACILITIES 


The first of the 11 classes of facilities in the Navy’s fiscal year 1960 funding 
program is shipyard facilities. In this class there are 11 line items at 6 con- 
tinental activities for $9,248,000 and one at an oversea activity for $507,000 or 
a total estimated cost of $9,755,000. All are in this year’s authorization bill. 

These facilities are required for protection of existing installations, and to 
support the construction, repair, overhaul, and operations of submarines and 
surface ships. 

The first project is at the Naval Shipyard, Boston, Mass., and consists of two 
line items in the total amount of $1,422,000. The mission of this shipyard is 
to provide logistic support for assigned ships and service craft; to perform 
authorized work in connection with the construction, conversion, overhaul, 
repair, alteration, drydocking, and outfitting of ships and craft as assigned; 
to perform research, development,and test work as assigned; and to provide 
services and material to other activities and units as directed by competent 
authority. 

The first line item is for improvement to dewatering system for drydocks 
Nos. 1 and 2 in the amount of $890,000. The existing pumps are 56 years old 
and show noticeable wear from sand particles during long years of service. 
Repairs cannot be made economically because the design is outmoded and parts 
cannot be obtained commercially. The failure of the pumps is imminent and 
if it occurs, it will be impossible to use these two major drydocks which are 
dewatered by these pumps. 

The other line item for this shipyard is for replacement of caisson for dry- 
dock No. 2 at a cost of $532,000. The present caisson is 59 years old. It has 
outlived its economic life and does not warrant further exorbitant maintenance 
expenditures. The caisson is of the reversible type but one side is warped and 
cannot be seated. 

The second project is at the Naval Shipyard, Brooklyn, N.Y., for the instal- 
lation of drydock dewatering conduit for drydock No. 2 in the amount of $365,000. 
The mission of this shipyard is similar to that for the Boston Naval Shipyard. 
Drydocks Nos, 2 and 3 were originally dewatered by drydock No. 2 pumpwell. 
Reconstruction of drydock No. 3, nearing completion, includes a pumpwell with a 
connection for drydock No. 2. Unanticipated settlement of the earth around dry- 
fock No. 3 now threatens the structural stability of No. 2 pumpwell and the 
condition is expected to become progressively worse. Connecting drydock No. 2 
to drydock No. 3 pumpwell is less expensive than reconstruction of drydock No. 2 
pumpwell, and will eliminate maintenance on drydock No. 2 pumpwell which 
is to he abandoned. 

The third project is at the David Taylor Model Basin, Carderock, Md., and 
consists of an expansion of the Acoustic Data Analysis Center at a cost of 
§318.000. Among the many research tasks assigned to this facility under its 
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mission to conduct fundamental, applied, and developmental research in ship 
design, is that of solving problems of noise elimination and reduction of vibra- 
tion. Some acoustic analysis equipment is temporarily installed in a storage 
building. More equipment of this nature is on order, and a requirement exists 
for a permanent addition to the Applied Mathematics Laboratory building in 
which this equipment will be properly housed and consolidated. Examples of 
some of the work in progress and to be accomplished with this equipment are 
evaluation and reduction of self and radiated noise from submarines and in- 
provement of sonar detection range. This will permit improvements in anti- 
submarine warfare and nuclear submarines. This latter improvement will affect 
the operations of the nuclear POLARIS submarines. 

The fourth project is at the Naval Shipyard, Long Beach, Calif., for subsidence 
protective measures at an estimated cost of $500,000. The problem of subsidence 
at this shipyard has been with us, as you know, since 1943 when the shipyard 
was placed in operation. Substantially the entire shipyard is now below high 
tide mark and much of it below mean low water. The head of drydock No. 1 
has sunk 18 feet, the caisson end 12 feet. Subsidence continues at a rate rang- 
ing from two-tenths of a foot per year to 1 foot per year. 

The shipvard overlies the Wilmington oilfield which has been the most pro- 
ductive oilfield in California during the last 20 years. Approximately 2 billion 
barrels of fluids—oil, gas, and water—have been removed from the Wilmington 
oilfield since 1946. Production continues at the rate of 90,000 barrels of oil 
per day and may be expected to continue until the reserves of oil and gas are 
exhausted about 1970. The subsidence is due to extraction of oil from the field, 
which causes a drop in underground pressures and results in compaction of the 
relatively soft underground strata in this field. 

Between 1949 and 1956 the Navy spent approximately $6 million on a dike 
to hold back the waters of the harbor and for other remedial measures. We 
have obligated an additional $99 million for protective works and remedial 
measures, such as raising drydock No. 1. 

Although solely for protection against flooding of the yard, this line item con 
stitutes a portion of the complete remedial program. It consists essentially of 
erecting suitable waterfront dike wall protection in areas not now protected. 
The deep berm backing up the dike walls and other work on piers and drydocks 
have been omitted for the time being in the interest of limiting work to that 
vital for protection against inundation of the shipvard and adjacent areas. 
Furthermore, the work proposed by this line item will largely reduce the scope 
of the final work that ultimately will be required. It should be pointed out that 
a limited portion of this work, probably not exceeding $38,000, micht have to 
be removed when final remedial measures are accomplished. It is estimated that 
this work will protect the shipyard against flooding until 1970 when it is ex- 
pected that subsidence will cease. 

Engineers and geologists familiar with this problem believe that additional 
subsidence can be finally halted hy injection of large quantities of water into 
the underground strata, thus restoring the fluid pressure contained therein. 
Such a program can be accomplished only through the participation of all oil 
producers now operating in the field. We understand that the cost of repres- 
surization would not only be paid for, hut exceeded by the secondary recovery 
of large quantities of oil which would otherwise be lost. A bill for repressuriza- 
tion was passed by the California Assembly in April 1958. However. the law 
fitself will not provide all the steps necessary as soon as they are needed. 

In Angust 1958 the Government instituted legal action against the State of 
California and nearly 490 operators to enjoin the continned extraction of oil 
from the Wilmington Field, unless precautions are taken to prevent further 
subsidence of the Long Beach Naval Shipvard, and to obtain money damages 
for losses caused by subsidence which has already occurred and which will be 
sustained before subsidence can be arrested. Preliminary hearings have been 
held. However, recent voluntary renressurization efforts by Long Beach area 
oil operators attempting to halt subsidence have shown such reasonahle nrogress 
that the Justice Department hss requested its motion for preliminary injunction 
before the district court be taken off the calendar subiect to being reset for 
hearings on 45 days notice. The Government will continuously survey the 
voluntary repressurization program, and should it fail to show continued prog- 
ress, the 45 days notice will be given promptly. 

The fifth project, gentlemen, is at the Naval Suhmarine Base, New London, 
Conn., and consists of four line items in the amount of $3,146,000 in support of 
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submarine operations and training. The mission of the base is to maintain and 
operate facilities to support training and experimental operations of Atlantic 
Fleet submarine forces. Its major tasks are to provide logistic support for: two 
operational submarine squadrons ; Headquarters, Commander Submarine Force, 
U.S. Atlantic Fleet; Submarine Development Group 2; certain reserve fleet and 
operational development force vessels; training personnel for duty in the sub- 
marine forces; and communication for limited fleet support. 

The first line item is for barracks in the amount of $2,225,000. This will 
provide for the construction of barracks to house 1,080 shore based and fleet 
enlisted men and to keep pace with the recently increased student training load 
and planned increases due to acceleration of nuclear and POLARIS submarine 
programs. 

The second line item is for replacement of boilers in the amount of $877,000. 
This will provide for the replacement of two obsolescent boilers with two new 
boilers and the necessary equipment such as stack, breeching, air heaters, boiler 
feel pumps and piping. The boilers to be replaced are 41 years old and are low 
in performance. The drums and tubes have eroded so that wall thickness has 
approached the danger point with rupture possible in the next 2 years. Con- 
siderable expansion at this base has occurred without increase in power output. 
A combination of obsolescence and increased power requirements combine to 
make the replacement of the two boilers mandatory. 

The third line item for this station is for erection of security fencing in the 
amount of $17,090. It will enclose the land area to be acquired as the site 
for construction of the proposed barracks. 

The last line item is for the acquisition of land at an estimated cost of $27,000. 
The land, approximately 19.3 acres, is adjacent to the submarine base and is 
required to provide space upon which to site the proposed barracks mentioned 
previously. 

The last of the continental shipyard projects is at the Naval Shipyard, Ports- 
mouth, N.H., and consists of two line items in the amount of $3,497,000. The 
mission of this shipyard is similar to that of the Boston Naval Shipyard which 
I described previously, except that the effort of this shipyard is oriented to a 
greater extent to the design, construction, conversion, overhaul, alteration and 
drvdocking of submarines, including nuclear submarines. 

The first line item is for the deepening of berths at an estimated cost of 
$497,000. The newer type submarines, some of which are planned for con- 
struction at this shipy»rd, have drafts approaching 29 feet. Water denths 
must be maintained at 35 feet below low water at three of the nine berths in 
order to allow for the berthing of these submarines at the shipyard during 
periods of extreme low water, when the depths reach a point 3.3 feet below 
mean low water, and to provide for ship motion, silting, variations in trim, and 
clearance, The present depth at the three berths is 26 feet below mean low 
water. 

The second line item is for the improvement of building ways at an estimated 
cost of $3 million. The four covered building ways were adequate for con- 
struction of World War IT designs of submarines, but must now he strengthened 
and lengthened in order to hear the weights of the larger and heavier submarines. 
Also the woight eanacities of cranes and crane ways must be increased. The 
building ways will be lengthened on the shore, necessitating the reconstruction 
and extension of the building housing the fabrication, assembly, and wavs aren. 

The last shipyard facilities project is overseas at the naval ship repair 
facility, Guam, Mariana Islands, for rehabilitation of wharves at an estimated 
cost of $507,000. The ship repair facility provides logistic support, including 
drydocking, overhaul, repair, alteration, and conversion of naval ships and 
service craft and ships of other Government departments as assigned. It also 
performs voyage and emergency repairs and related work for naval ships. 
To assure suitable berthing for ships undergoing repairs the present wharves 
must be rehabilitated. The wharves are 3,000 feet in length, provide 5 berths 
and comprise the entire berthing capacity available at the ship renair facility. 
They were built shortly after World War IT, using steel sheet piling and coral 
fill. Much of the piling and fill have failed and require rehabilitation and 
replacement so that the wharves may be restored to adequate use. This line 
item must be accomplished as soon as possible, as delay will greatly increase 
the cost of rehabilitation or require complete new construction. 
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NAVAL STATION, NEWPORT, R.I. 


Senator Stennis. The next item. 
Admiral Cuew. This is the only item in our fleet base facilities, 
page 20. 

This is class 2 and consists of the one project at the Naval Station, 
Newport, R.I. This is an operating base primarily for destroyer 
classes. The project is for construction of a breakwater at an esti- 
mated cost of $7,353,000. 

This breakwater will be about 4,200 feet long and will be about 10 
feet wide on top, 10 feet above mean low water. 

Senator Srennis. Admiral, you have been using this facility since 
1883. It seems like a late date to be needing a $7 million breakwater. 

Admiral Cuew. I would like to point out one thing, Mr. Chairman: 
We have just put in two piers up there. The lack of protection from 
the northerly winds already has resulted in damage to ships exceeding 
$1,750,000 and $172,000 in damage to the piers. 

This is a staggering figure, I think, one I am going to give you. 
The maintenance and repair work that is now interrupted because 
ships have to close up their machinery and get underway when the 
wind makes up, we estimate that we have lost 295,000 man-days per 
year, which is indeed a staggering figure. 

Consequently, the breakwater will increase the effectiveness of the 
destroyer force. And here we have a bonus benefit, Mr. Chairman, 
because as you pointed out, our maintenance program and our fleet 
rehabilitation is most vital. 

With the protective breakwater the ships can be laid up, their ma- 
chinery opened and their maintenance greatly improved. 

Senator Srennis. With all deference to Rhode Island, is there not 
somewhere else you can do this kind of repair work without having to 
build a $7 million breakwater wall ? 

Admiral Cuew. This is an operating base, sir. 

Senator Stennis. This is 20 percent of the total cost of the base you 
are having te put in the breakwater. 

Admiral Cuew. May I explain that—this is for maintenance aboard 
ship wherein the crews break down the machinery and maintain 
it. By providing this breakwater we allow uninterrupted mainte- 
nance which, for such a large operating base when the ships may have 
to get underway quickly on short notice is a complete loss. 

Senator Stennis. You mean this repair work is done by the crew! 

Admiral Curew. By the crew: yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. It is just a place that the ships can go for the 
crew to remedy defects and make repairs? 

Admiral Cuew. Preventive maintenance on the ships themselves by 
the crew with the tenders. The repairs I am speaking of are not re- 
pairs made by a shipyard which is strictly a repair facility. The 
tenders and the men themselves maintain the ships. 

Senator Stennis. I know nothing about this, of course, but it does 
look odd that it takes such a large sum for this purpose. Do you not 
have other places all up and down the east coast where you could do 
this same type of work? 


Admiral Crew. I would like to answer that question this way, Mr. 
Chairman: 
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Mayport, Fla., where we have a harbor, they would do maintenance 
work in there for the ships that are stationed there. But here we have 
an operating base with all of the facilities, the barracks, the mess, the 
support facilities for the major portion of our destroyer force in the 
Atlantic Fleet. 

I think it would be very uneconomical to move them out for want 
of a “horseshoe or nail.” 

Senator Stennis. All right, put in the rest of the explanation on 
hook 1, page 21, Mr. Reporter. 

(The information referred to follows :) 


FLEET BASE FACILITIES 


Mr Chairman, class two of the program, for fleet base facilities, consists of 
one project at the Naval Station, Newport, R.I. This base provides facilities 
and services in support of units of the Atlantic Fleet, including logistics, refresher 
training, and recreation. The project is for construction of a breakwater at 
the estimated cost of $7,353,000. It is planned to be about 4,200 feet long, 10 
feet wide on top and 10 feet above mean low water. It is required to provide 
protection for ships berthed at the two new piers, which average about 36 ships 
atany one time. The lack of protection against the wind and subsequent surging 
of ships due to wave action has already resulted in damages to ships exceeding 
$1,750,000 and in $172,000 damages to pier No. 1 since its completion in November 
1955. Maintenance and repair work that is now interrupted by storm conditions 
is computed as over 295,000 man-days per year. Consequently, the breakwater 
will increase the effectiveness of the destroyer force and its availability at sea 
for carrying out its mission. This project is included in this year’s authorization 
bill. 

AVIATION FACILITIES 


Senator Stennis. The next item. 

Admiral Cuew. Page 22. This is our third class, Mr. Chairman, 
for aviation facilities in the total amount of $128 million. It repre- 
sents approximately 52 percent of the overall Navy program. 

Of that amount, $89 million for 110 items, are in the continental 
United States and the balance of $39 million are for the 10 oversea 
stations. 

The aviation shore facilities are required for several basic purposes, 
for training of new naval aviators, for supporting the striking power 
of the Navy, our operating forces, including the Marine Corps, and 
for important research, development, and test of missiles and their 
components. 

The continental aviation facilities are for four groups of stations. 
The first of these groups is the Naval Air Training Stations. They 
are required for training naval aviation personnel and involve four 
stations for a total amount of $13 million. 

Sixteen of the eighteen line items in this group of projects are in- 
cluded in the fiseal 1960 authorization bill. That is, 16 of the 18, sir. 


NAVAL ATR STATION, MEMPHIS, TENN. 


The first project is the Naval Air Station, Memphis, Tenn., page 22, 
for a turbojet engine test facility at an estimated cost of $330,000. 

May I add, Mr. Chairman, we have a number of these and as I 
come to them, once having described them, I will just mention the 
previous description. 

(Diseussion off the record.) 
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Admiral Curew. Mr. C hairman, this project was authorized by 
Public Law 968 of the 84th Congress for $170,000, and was approved 
for funding in the 1957 program. 

An amendment to the act is included in this year’s authorization 
bill to increase the amount of authorization to $330,000. 

Senator Stennis. I remember this from last year. 













AR STATION AT MERIDAN, MIss. 


Admiral Crew. The second project, Mr. Chairman, includes the 
10 line items at the Auxiliary Air Station, Meridian, Miss., totaling 
$5,547,000. It is included in the fiscal year 1960 authorization bill. 

This is the fourth increment for the development of this station. 
The three previous increments totaled $37,468,000. This station is to 
be an auxiliary of the Naval Air Station, Pensacola, Fla., for basic 
training of naval aviators in the operation of jet aircraft. 

The first line item, sir, is for a single cross-wind runway at an esti- 
mated cost of $1,729, 000. 

As you know, experience has demonstrated that flight safety re- 
quires basic students not to land or take off in crosswinds in excess of 
seven knots at 90°. This construction will provide a runway 200 feet 
wide, 6,400 feet long, with connecting taxiway, holding area, airfield 
marking, lighting and drainage. 

Senator Srennis. You say a single cross-wind runway? Do you 
have in mind that perhaps later there will be another one? Is that 
what you mean? 

Admiral Cuew. The master plan calls for two, sir. At the present 
time the station can be operated with one. 

Senator Srennis. All right. 













COLD STORAGE BUILDING 










Admiral Cnew. Now, the second line item is for a cold storage 
building, which is of the standard type, sir. 

The third item is for an administration building at an estimated 
cost of $383.000. This building, of course, provides office space, accom- 
modations for the command and administrative staff personnel, and 
the construction will provide for the building together with the neces- 

sary utilities, road, walks, parking, and communication facilities. 

The other seven line items are for developing outlying landing field 
Bravo. To maintain the planned student flow, approximately a 
thousand practice landings per flyable day are required. 

Since the Meridian runways are required primarily to launch and 
recover training flights, two outlying fields are needed. 

OLF BRAVO will be used primarily for field carrier landing 
practice. 

The fourth item is for the runway, 6,500 feet long, at an estimated 
cost of $1,163,000. 

The next item is for the taxiways at an estimated cost of $770.000. 

After each flight, Mr. Chairman, on these field carrier landing 
practice landings. all the aircraft land and taxi to the parking apron 
so that the next flight may man the aircraft for its practice. 


Construction includes the taxiway and this parking area and train- 
Ing structures. 
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AIRCRAFT PARKING APRON 


The sixth and next item is for the aircraft parking apron. The 
next item will provide for the installation of the optical landing 
system. The estimated cost is $68,000 for this item. It is similar to 
others that this committee has approved. 

Since, as you know, Mr. Chairman, all the carriers are being 
equipped with optical landing systems, this approach system must be 
utilized in the field carrier landing practice. The construction, of 
course, will include the necessary power, communications and control. 

The next item is for operations building, a small one, $58.000, and 
it provides space for two classrooms, since they have to analyze the 
landings once they make them, an office for instructors, storage rooms, 
s small control tower, communications room, and a small galley. It 
also includes radio tower and telephone lines. 

The ninth item includes utilities necessary to make usable all of the 
other line items at the outlying field. 

The estimated cost is $158,C0). This provides the electric distribu- 
tion lines, transformer. septic tank and so on. 

The tenth and final item is for the acquisition of land, the flight 
clearance easements and relocation of existing utilities at an estimated 
cost of $677,090. 

\s you weli know, sir, it will be necessary to purchase 1,538 acres 
of land in fee to accommodate the facilities and easements over 512 
acres are required within the approach zones to provide standard 
clearance for takeoffs and landings of the aircraft. 


Roads, power lines and telephone lines now crossing the site must 
be relocated outside of the field boundaries. 


ADEQUACY OF LAND AREA 


Senator Stennis. Do you think that that is enough land? You re- 
duced the amcunt of that one time, did you not ? 

Admiral Cnuew. Yes, sir; that will be enough, sir. because of the 
advantageous siting of BRAVO which is apparently on a smail 
plateau the easements will be less than originally thought, sir. 

Senator Stennis. I know we have had this up many times here in 
the Armed Services Committee, not so much lately, but you go in and 
locate on an area that way and you take half of a farm. You might 
as well take all of it so far as that man is concerned. He is just left 
er ipa an operation of any value. Do you consider problems like 
that ? 

Admiral Cirew. Yes. sir; that has been considered, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Stennis. All right, the next item. 

Admiral Curw. That is on page 36, Mr. Chairman. 


PENSACOLA, FLA., PROSECTS 


The third project in this group, for a chapel, is at the Naval Air 
Station at Pensacola, in the amount of $400,000. It is also in this 
year’s authorization bill. This is the center of the naval air training. 

Senator Srennis. Yes, I have been down at Pensacola. I know 
about the need for this chapel. I am glad to see it in here. I was 
foine to suggest that the committee put it in here anyway. I have 

n down there and know your situation. 
42550—59 15 
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Let us incorporate your explanation there on that page and turn 
over to page 38. 


Nava AUXILIARY AIR STATION, WHITING FIELD, FLA. 


Admiral Cuew. The next project, sir, is at the Naval Auxiliary Air 
Station, Whiting Field, Fla. This consists of six line items for a total 
of $7,490,000. 

The first five line items are in this year’s authorization bill. The 
sixth item was authorized and approved for funding last year. As 
you know, the Navy plans to introduce the T2J jet trainer into the 
basic training command syllabus during the fiscal year 1960. 

Due to the high performance characteristics of the T2J, its in- 
creased air space requirements, this is the only Pensacola satellite sta- 
tion outside the severely congested main base area which has runways 
of sufficient length to accommodate this plane. 

The first line item is for the runway pavement alterations at a 
cost of $1,252,000. 

The existing six thousand foot long northwest-southwest runway is 
of adequate length, but is entirely of asphaltic construction which 
won't withstand the damaging effects of fuel spillage and jet blast. 

This item provides for the alteration from asphalt to portland ce- 
ment concrete of a thousand feet at both ends and the first five hun- 
dred feet of the parallel taxiway, construction of an asphalt wearing 
surface over the middle four thousand feet of the runway, and con- 
struction of jet blast pavement at runway end and adjacent taxiways. 

The scope also includes fencing of the new property line and relo- 
cation of several facilities which would be eliminated by the crash 
strip construction. 

The second line iem will provide for an aircraft parking apron at 
an estimated cost of $913,000. 

The 90 T2J jet trainers assigned to the station require portland 
cement concrete parking aprons due to the effect of jet blast and fuel 
spillage. 

The third line item is for the fuel facilities at a cost of $468,000. 

Obviously, the jets require much greater fuel storage capacity than 
that which now exists for propeller type aircraft. To provide a 10- 
day storage requirement, an additional 1,134,000 gallon capacity is 
necessary. This will be provided by the construction of two 13,500 
barrel tanks with necessary pumps and connections. 


The fourth line item is for a liquid oxygen transfer building at an 
estimated cost of $49,000. Here, again, we have a number of these 
liquid oxygen transfer buildings. 

As you know, the modern naval aircraft are equipped with pilot 
and crew breathing systems which require liquid oxygen. In addition, 
other aircraft are being converted to use liquid oxygen. 

The system is capable of supplying gaseous oxygen to the aircraft 
using it inthat form. Facilities to replenish the liquid oxygen supply 
of the T2J aircraft are essential. The oxygen will be delivered by 
commercial suppliers, transferred from the storage tank to trailers 
which will service the aircraft. 
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Since the gaseous oxygen is required by some aircraft, the facility 
will be capable of converting liquid to high pressure gas. 

The scope includes a building of 884 square feet, a ready issue 
storage tank platform, utilities, roads and walks. 

That is the first of a number of the liquid oxygen facilities. 


LAND ACQUISITION 


The fifth line item is for the acquisition of land. in the amount of 
$129,000. Acquisition in fee of 240 acres and purchase of an ease- 
ment over 392 acres are required to correct the existing deficiencies 
in flight clearance and the end zones and crash strips of the runways 
existing at this station. 

This is similar to the easements at Meridian. 

The sixth and final line item is for the development of the outlying 
landing field at Blackwater “D” at an estimated cost of $4,679,000. 
This is similar to the outlying field at Bravo, Meridian. It was ap- 
proved last year. 

It is one of the two outlying landing fields required for operation 
inthe Whiting area. 

Senator Stennis. This T2J basic jet trainer, is that a new trainer? 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir; it is just coming in in 1960, sir. It is a 
high performance aircraft. 

So, consequently, the strengthening of the runway, concrete at the 
end strips and so forth, are required. 

(The justification follows :) 


NAVAL AIR TRAINING STATIONS 


Mr. Chairman, we now come to the third class in our program. This is for 
aviation facilities in the total amount of $128,639,000, representing approximately 
52 percent of the overall Navy program. Of that amount $89,416,000 are for 
110 line items at 20 stations in continental United States. The balance of 
$39,223,000 is for 21 line items at 10 oversea stations, including 7 line items for 
$16,248,000 at 2 classified locations. 

The aviation shore activities are required for several basic purposes—for 
training new naval aviators; for supporting the striking power of the Navy, our 
operating forces, including the Marine Corps; and for important research, de- 
velopment and test of guided missiles and their components. 

The continental aviation facilities are for four groups of stations. The first of 
these groups is naval air training stations. They are required for training 
naval aviation personnel and involve four stations for a total amount of $13,- 
367,000. Sixteen of the 18 line items in this group of projects are included in 
the fiscal year 1960 authorization bill. 

The first project is at the Naval Air Station, Memphis, Tenn., for a turbojet 
engine test facility at an estimated cost of $330,000. This project was authorized 
by Public Law 968, 84th Congress, for $170,000 and was approved for funding 
in the fiseal year 1957 program. An amendment to that act is included in this 
year’s authorization bill to increase the amount of authorization to $330,000. 
This station is the center of naval air technical training. The proposed facility 
is required for training personnel assigned to the Aviation Mechanics School, as 
well as for testing the jet engines from the jet aircraft maintained at this sta- 
tion. This item will provide a sound treated control room and an acoustically 
treated concrete test cell in which a jet engine may be test operated. Water 
Spray will cool the hot engine exhaust gases. The item includes fuel and water 
Supply, fire extinguishing system, instrumentation and connecting paving. 

The second project consists of 10 line items at the Naval Auxiliary Air Station, 
Meridian, Miss., totaling $5,147,000. It is included in the fiscal year 1960 an- 
thorization bill. This is the fourth increment for the development of this station. 
The three previous increments totalled $37,468,000. This station is to be an 
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auxiliary to the Naval Air Station, Pensacola, Fla., for basic training of naval 
aviators in operation of jet aircraft. 

The first line item is for a single crosswind runway at the estimated cost of 
$1,729,000. Experience has demonstrated that satisfactory flight safety cannot 
be maintained if basic students are required to land or take off aircraft with 
crosswinds in excess of 7 knots at 90°. The construction will provide a runway, 
200 feet wide by 6,400 feet long, with connecting taxiway, holding area, airfield 
marking, lighting and drainage. The first 1,000 feet of the centroid end of the 
runway and taxiway will be portland cement concrete while the remaining 
paving will be asphaltic concrete. 

The second line item is for a cold storage building for $50,000. This building 
will permit receipt and storage of foodstuffs for the 1,280 personnel in carload 
and truckload lots, thus permitting economical control procurement. The con- 
struction will provide a masonry building with refrigeration equipment. Storage 
facilities for meats, dairy products, fruits and vegetables will be included. 

The third item is for an administration building at an estimated cost of $383,- 
000. This building is required to provide office accommodations for the 87 com- 
mand and administrative staff personnel. The construction will provide the 
building together with necessary utilities, roads, walks, parking and communi- 
eation facilities. 

The other seven line items are for developing outlying landing field Bravo. 
To maintain planned student flow, approximately 1,000 practice landings per 
flyable day are required. Since NAAS, Meridian runways are required pri- 
marily to launch and recover training flights, two OLF’s are needed to provide 
the necessary practice landing capacity. OLF Bravo will be used primarily for 
field carrier landing practice. 

The fourth line item is to provide a runway 6500 feet long at an estimated 
cost of $1,162,000. One thousand feet of each end will be of Portland cement 
concrete to withstand fuel spillage and jet blast effects. Drainage and runway 
marking are included in the construction. 

The fifth line item is to provide taxiways at an estimated cost of $770,000. 
After each flight has made several FCUP lancings all aircraft land and taxi 
to the parking apron so that the next flight may man the aircraft for its field 
earrier landing practice. Construction includes the taxiway and necessary 
marking and drainage structures. 

The sixth line item is for aircraft parking apron at an estimated cost of 
$91,000. Each field carrier landing practice flight consists of 12 aircraft which 
must be parked during the change of student pilots. The construction will pro 
vide the needed aircraft parking apron with drainage facilities. 

The seventh line item will provice for the installation of an optical landing 
system at each runway end. The estimated cost is $68,000. This item is similar 
to others approved by this committee in previous years for a number of our 
air stations. Since all angle deck aircraft carriers are being equipped with 
optical landing systems, this approach system must be utilized in field carrier 
landing practice. The construction will include necessary power, communica- 
tion and control systems. 

The eighth line item is for an operations building at an estimated cost of 
$58,000. This building will provide space for two classrooms, office for three 
instructors, storage rooms, a small control tower, communication room and a 
small galley. The item includes a radio tower and telephone lines. 

The ninth line item includes the utilities necessary to make usable all of 
the other line items at outlying field Bravo at an estimated cost of $158,000. 
This will provide an electric distribution line and a transformer; a septic tank 
with a drain field and sanitary sewer; a shallow water well with storage tank 
and distribution line; security fencing; and roads, walks and parking area. 

The 10th and final line item is for the acquisition of land, flight clearance 
easements, and relocation of existing utilities at an estimated cost of $677,000. 
It will be necessary to purchase 1,538 acres of land in fee to accommodste the 
facilities of outlying field Bravo. Easements over 312 acres of land are re 
quired within the approach zones to provide standard clearances for takeoffs 
and landings of the aircraft. Roads, powerlines, and telephone lines now cros* 
ing the site must be relocated outside of the field boundaries. 

The third project in this group is at the Naval Air Station, Pensacola, Fla., in 
the amount of $400,000. It is also in this year’s authorization bill. This station 
is the center of naval air training and has a total installation population of 
4,724 military personnel and dependents. Of this number, 582 are naval cadets 
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and aviation officer candidates who are required to attend church. The existing 
religious facilities consist of a 144-seat chapel and, being too small to accom- 
modate the population, additional services are now held in the station theater. 
This project proposes the construction of a chapel with seating capacity of 800, 
including a small morning chapel, utilities and general site improvement. An 
average daily attendance of 2,000 has been noted during the past 3 years in spite 
of the unsuitable and inadequate facilities. 

The last project in this group is at the Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Whiting 
Field, Fla. It consists of six line items for $7,490,000. The first five line items 
are in this year’s authorization bill; the sixth item was authorized and ap- 
proved for funding last year. The Navy plans to introduce the T2J jet trainer 
aircraft into the basic training command training syllabus during fiscal year 
1960. Due to the high performance characteristics of the T2J and its increased 
air space requirements, this is the only Pensacola satellite station outside the 
severely congested main base area which has runways of sufficient length to ac- 
commodate the T2J. 

The first line item is for runway pavement alterations at an estimated cost 
of $1,252,000. The existing 6,000 feet long northwest-southeast runway is of 
adequate length, but is entirely of asphaltic construction which will not with- 
stand the damaging effects of fuel spillage and jet blast. This item provides 
for alteration from asphalt to portland cement concrete of 1,000 feet at both 
ends of the runway and the first 500 feet of the parallel taxiway; construc- 
tion of an asphalt wearing surface over the middle 4,000 feet of the runway ; 
construction of jet blast pavement at runway ends and adjacent taxiways; 
construction of end zones, crash strips, taxiway lighting and drainage. The 
scope also includes fencing of the new property line and relocation of several 
facilities which would be eliminated by the crash strip construction. 

The second line item will provide an aircraft parking apron at an estimated 
cost of $913,000. The 90 T2J jet trainers assigned to the station, will require 
portland cement concrete parking aprons due to the effect of jet blast and 
fuel spillage. This item will provide the necessary parking apron and access 
taxiway, and include the drainage system and lighting. 

The third line item is for fuel facilities at an estimated cost of $468,000. 
Operation of the T2J jet aircraft will require much greater fuel storage ca- 
pacity than that now existing. To provide a 10-day storage requirement, an 
additional 1,134,000-gallon capacity is necessary. This will be provided by 
constructing two 13,500 barrel tanks with necessary pumps, distribution lines, 
and accessories, including a truck fill stand, service roads, utilities and installa- 
tion of control equipment. 

The fourth line item is a liquid oxygen transfer building at an estimated 
cost of $49,000. Modern naval aircraft are equipped with pilot and crew breath- 
ing systems which require liquid oxygen: in addition, other aircraft are being 
converted to use liquid oxygen. The system is capable of supplying gaseous 
oxygen to the aircraft using it in that form. Facilities to replenish the liquid 
oxygen supply of the T2J jet aircraft are essential. The liquid oxygen will 
‘be delivered by commercial suppliers and transferred from storage tank to 
trailers which will service the aircraft. Since gaseous oxygen is required by 
some aircraft, this facility will be capable of converting the liquid oxygen to 
high pressure gaseous oxygen. The scope will include a building of 884 square 
feet, a ready issue storage tank platform, utilities, roads, and walks. 

The fifth line item is for acquisition of land in the amount of $129,000. 
Acquisition in fee of 240 acres and purchase of an easement over 392 acres of 
land are required to correct existing deficiencies in flight clearance, end zones 
and crash strips of the runways existing at this station. 

The sixth and final line item is for development of the outlying landing field, 
Blackwater “D” at the estimated cost of $4,679,000. This is the item approved 
last yeor. It is one of the two outlying landing fields required for operation 
of the Whiting Field Station. It is needed for jet aircraft landing practice. 
The proiect includes two asphaltic concrete runways, 6,300 feet long with the 
end 1,000 feet of portland cement concrete, together with the necessary taxi- 
ways and parking apron: optical landing system with the mirrors to be in- 
stalled at each end of each runway: a2 small operations building with communi- 
cation facilities and utilities: a short station road, sidewalk and vehicular 
parking area; acquisition of 135 acres in fee and flight clearance rights over 80 
acres of privately owned land: and relocation of an existing powerline and 
county road. 
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FLeet Support STATIONS 


Senator Stennis. All right. 

Admiral Cuew. Page 45, Mr. Chairman. The second group of the 
aviation facilities are the fleet support air stations. 

Senator Stennis. Of course, this Whiting is part of your Pensacola 
pattern? 

Admiral Curw. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. You use an old installation there, but this is in 
effect modernizing it, bringing it up to date ? 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir; for the high performance aircraft that 
are going into the training syllabus now, sir. 

The second group as I said, sir, is the aviation facilities for the 
fleet support stations, to differentiate from the training stations. 

It consists of 26 line items at six stations, at a total of $35 million. 

These are the stations that basically support the Navy’s striking 
power. 

I think in your book there is the hangar at the Naval Air Station 
at Harvey Point, which I would like to withdraw at this time, sir, 
as I mentioned previously. 


NavaAL AIR STATION, JACKSONVILLE, FLA. 


The second project is an impact range at our Naval Air Station, 
Jacksonville, Fla., at a cost of $700,000. 

This project was authorized by the 84th Congress 

Senator Stennis. What page are you on? 

Admiral Curw. Page 47, sir. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

Admiral Curw. It was in the fiscal 1957 authorization act, and was 
approved for funding. 

The dropping of live ordnance is required for operational training 
of naval aviators. The range will provide for high altitude horizontal 
bombing, loft bombing, and close air support with live bombs and 
rockets. 

This impact target is located at the former Air Force Pinecastle 
Range in the Ocala National Forest. 

The work will consist of tree clearing, construction of fencing, 
target markings, observation posts, six steel towers, approach roads 
and community facilities and crew quarters. 

Senator Srennis. All right. 


Nava Arr STATION, LEMOORE, CALIF. 


Admiral Curew. The third project in this group, page 49, is for the 
continued development of the new Naval Air Station, Lemoore, Calif. 
Authorization was granted in three previous increments in the total 
amount of $53,447,000. 

When completed this station will carry on the master jet field fune- 
tions now assigned to the station at Moffett Field. 

The mission of the master jet field will be to maintain and operate 
facilities and provide services and material to support aviation activi- 
ties of the operating forces. 

The project consists of 21 line items. 

Senator Stennis. What is the main mission of that base? 
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Admiral Cuew. The mission of the master jet field of which this 
is one on the west coast—Miramar is another, there are two on the 
east coast, Oceana and Cecil Field. 

So there would be two on each coast. This would be the second on 
the west coast. Its mission will be to maintain and operate facilities 
and provide services and materiel to support the aviation activities 
of units of operating forces and other assigned activities and units. 

In other words, the carrier groups would go to Lemoore when the 
carriers are in port, possibly at Alameda. 

Senator Stennis. What do they go there for? 

Admiral Cuew. They can conduct training that they cannot con- 
duct at sea. So they are in operational status there, doing their op- 
erational training. 

Senator Stennis. These aviators are already out on the carrier? 

Admiral Curew. Already out on the carrier; yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. They come back in for some on-land training. 

Admiral Curw. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. The carrier stays there? 

Admiral Curew. Yes, sir—plus the fact that the planes require 
maintenance work. It is a jet station that would take care of that, 
sir. 
Senator Stennis. I did not understand that operation. 

Admiral Cuew. These are trained aviators, but they have to have 
their refresher training. There is a gunnery range nearby so that 
they can continue their training. 

Senator Stennis. This seems to be one of your new installations. 
You do not have anything in inventory yet? 

Admiral Cuew. I beg your pardon, sir? 

Senator Stennis. I say, this is one of your new ones? 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir; this is brand new. It is not operational 
yet. sir. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 


LinE ITEMS 


Admira] Cuew. The line items I will summarize very briefly. 

The first one is for the third increment of the aircraft parking 
apron for $2,400,000. 

The second item will provide the underground storage tanks for the 
aircraft, fuel similar to which I mentioned at Whiting. The total 
of the fuel storage cost would be $159.000. 

The third item is for radar air traffic control center, $981,000. This 
is similar to a number of other line items that have been approved for 
various stations by this committee in previous years. 

Large numbers of first-line jet aircraft will operate from this field 
and other high speed military and commercial air traffic will be en- 
countered in the general area. 

Because of the large number and fast closing rate of modern aircraft 
it is essential that the proposed radar air traffic control center be con- 
structed at the station. It will provide for surveillance and permit 
control of air traffic within a radius of about 150 miles, keeping air- 
craft clear of each other and directing them into desired approach 
patterns. 
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The construction includes construction of a..medium-range radar 
building, and a short-range radar building, each with a standby gen- 
erator, a radar antenna tower, and associated communication lines and 
supporting facilities. 

NAVIGATION AIDS 


The next item is to provide navigation aids at an estimated cost of 
$59,000. These electronic devices have a dual purpose. They are re- 
— for familiarization and practice in clear weather and are man- 

atory for safe operations under instrument flight conditions. 

They are also required in order that the great number of high-speed 
aircraft in the crowded air space in the area may be navigated safely 
and effectively by providing the electronic aids for the aircraft to enter, 
fly in, and leave the modern instrument-controlled complexes. 

The equipment permits the airborne pilot to locate the station and 
remain in a certain limited area while awaiting final approach clear- 
ance for a landing under all-weather conditions. 

This line item provides for a small building for the homer equip- 
ment and a standby generator building to be located on the station. 

The next item will be two training buildings at an estimated cost of 
$991,000. The larger of the two buildings will be located, as you would 
expect, in the administrative area of the station and provides the main 
classrooms and training facilities of the nonoperational type. 

Then the smaller building will be located in the flight operations 
area, 6 miles away, and includes flight trainer, equipment rooms, a 
protective canopy for trailer units. 

The initial studies for this line item proposed a single large training 
building in the administration area. It was readily apparent that due 
to the distance involved the location was impractical for flight and 
operational training facilities. 

Relocation of the building to the operational area was then con- 
sidered, at which time it became apparent that the usefulness of the 
project would be greatly diminished by jet noises. 

So the present proposal represents what we feel is a workable com- 
promise which has resulted from these studies. 

Instead of having one big training building in the administrative 
area, we have a large one in that area and a smaller one in the opera- 
tional area to conduct that type of training which is normally asso- 
ciated with the actual operation of the plane. 

Senator Stennis. You have to have a great number of different 
installations here, I know. You have your language well chosen in 
explaining it on these sheets. So I think we can incorporate by refer- 
ence these pages here, book 1, beginning with the listing of it on page 
49 and on through, Mr. Reporter, to 71. 

Now, if I may ask you a few questions: 


COST OF MILITARY HOSPITALS 


Over in the authorization committee we ran some test figures with 
reference to hospitals. It was concluded that it is costing too much 
money to put up hospitals on some of these military installations on 
the fine scale that the plans call for. 

This hospital and dental clinic is within the present authorization! 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir. 
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Senator Stennis. Is it in the present budget? 

Admiral Cuew. It is in the present House authorization bill. 

Senator Stennis. I believe we left it out. 

Admiral Cuew. I think you did. 

Senator Stennis. What kind of showing are you going to make 
with reference to DELiing your figures more in line with civilian hos- 
pitals? You will, I hope, have something to show on that because 
that is the test that we have adopted on the authorization. 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir; I can break down the cost of that hospital, 
sir. Possibly if I do it, it will compare favorably with civilian hos- 

itals. 
. Senator Stennis. Do you have this information with you today ? 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir; I do. 

Senator Stennis. Well, do you want to go into it now? 

Admiral Cuew. I will be delighted, sir. 

Senator Stennis. I think now is as good a time as any. 

Admiral Cuew. The hospital section, Mr. Chairman, has 67 beds 
at $19,500 per bed, which compares very favorably with a civilian 
hospital cost per bed. That is 47,000 square feet at $28 per square foot. 


DENTAL SECTION 


Now, the remainder of the project, and here is where our costs go 
up, is the dental section at $235,000, the dental equipment, air con- 
ditioning, a garage which normally a civilian hospital would not have, 
sir—it is for a small amount, but it is still money—the offsite utilities 
and roads. 

Generally speaking, a civilian hospital would not necessarily have 
them. That is what drives the cost up, there is no question about 
that, sir, because the actual hospital bed section is $1,310,000. 

The remainder which includes the dental section, the equipment, 
dental équipment, air conditioning, the garage, the sheer walls, which 
I did not mention, and the other utilities and roads run it to $2,- 
243,000. 

I would like to point out one thing: It is important to note that 
the basic facilities in this project are such that with the addition of 
another $300,000, an additional 33 beds could be provided. 

In other words, all the facilities would be there, another 33 beds 
would be provided and this would bring the unit cost down to about 
$16,000 a bed which compares quite favorably. 

Senator Stennis. I think we have to leave off some parts of this 
military prograin. The speculative needs of a hospital at any given 
point is one thing. You might leave it out and build it when you 
get to the need. It may cost a little more, but that will depend 
upon conditions then. 

The costs of these hospitals are enormous. 


UTILITIES AND ROADS 


Captain Corrapr. There is one significant difference in the cost of 
this hospital. That is that we are starting from scratch in a new 
area. A civilian hospital might be built in a city where utilities, 
roads, walks, are furnished by a municipality. This price tagged on 
this hospital includes all of that; it includes bringing the water, the 
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steam, the drainage to the structure, the sidewalks, curbs, roads, and 
parking area. ; 

Senator Stennis. Well, are you going to stand on this figure with- 
out reducing it any? Is that the idea? Is that your conclusion? 

Captain Corrapi. The local architects who prepared the plans for 
this hospital actually had a higher price tag on it. We have analyzed 
the plans. We have taken out all those features in the structure 
itself which could be called more than austere and as far as the struc- 
ture is concerned, Mr. Chairman, we feel that we have a functional, 
austerely designed building. 


DENTAL CLINIC PERSONNEL 


Senator Stennis. How many dentists are i going to have there? 
You my the dental clinics add approximately a quarter of a million 
dollars ? 

Admiral Cuew. I think there are 16 dental chairs, sir. 

I might point out that the medical and dental facilities on the sta- 
tion are required for 6,213 personnel. It is 19 miles from the nearest 
civilian hospital. 

Senator Stennis. Is that military personnel ? 

Admiral] Cuew. 6,213 military personnel plus their dependents. 

Captain Corrapi. One ee Taee. Mr. Chairman, that in this nar- 


rative comparison of civilian and military hospitals, as you know, a 
civilian entering a hospital has been in consultation with his physician 
at his private office, has had the usual preliminary examinations. 

In our hospital we have to provide the examining rooms for people 
who are reporting in werporenaly sick and offices fo 


r doctors who in 
civilian life would have offices in town somewhere. 

Those are also in this building. This is a military requirement that 
you cannot very well avoid. 

Senator Stennis. That is for some addition. At the same time, 
you have to have a sort of guide rule. Some of these buildings are 
so fine and so extensive that doctors who have been successful in 
civilian life do not understand all the uses they can be put to. 

T am not talking about this hospital or any major hospital. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Stennis. Is it your position that you want the full money? 

Admiral Cuew. As I said, being a practical sailor, I would take a 
reduction of some amount and build a hospital. If necessary, leave 
out one of the dental chairs or two of them, but get it done because I 
feel it is that important because it would not be a useful facility with- 
out the hospital. 

MEDICARE PROGRAM 


Senator Stennis. Another thing that has influenced me is your 
medicare program. It is taking people away from the hospitals in 
some places. I do not know that it would here. 

Admiral Cuew. This is a little bit different, Mr. Chairman. This 
is 19 miles away from a very small civilian hospital. Not only that, 
but it is out in the middle of the desert. 

Senator Stennis. We took them all out without prejudice to any 
one for any reduction you make. Commonsense teaches me you can 
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make some reduction there if you are willing to yield a little on the 
fine things that you want. You could reduce it some. But they were 
taken out without prejudice. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Stennis. What else do you want to point out particularly, 
Admiral, in that long list of items? Is there anything that you think 
ought to be emphasized ? 

Admiral Cuew. I would just like to make a statement these are 
the items that are necessary to make a usable facility. 

Senator Stennis. The next item on page 72. 


Rapak Facruiry aT MIRAMAR 


Admiral Cuew. The next project is the construction of a medium 
range radar facility at the Naval Air Station Miramar at a cost 
of $305,000. Here, again, it is similar to a number of items which 
the committee has approved for previous years at various other 
stations. 

Again it is for the control of a large number of jet aircraft. 


LAND ACQUISITION, NorRTH ISLAND, SAN DIEGO 


The next project is for a carrier berthing wharf, including land 
acquisition, at North Island, San Diego, Calif., at a cost of $7 million. 

The project was authorized last year, but was not proposed for 
funding at that time. In the San Diego area there is no accessible 
wharf of sufficient size equipped with adequate utilities to berth, 
refuel and service our modern aircraft carriers. 

In addition, the San Diego Harbor entrance channel is too shallow 
to accommodate these deep draft carriers. 

So, without this project, aircraft carriers of the Midway and 
Forrestal class will have to be logistically supported by tankers, sup- 
ply ships, which is a costly operation. 

It is proposed to construct a marginal wharf 600 feet long with 
the necessary utilities, crane service, and a mooring island at each 
end to take care of the overhang of the ship sticking out beyond the 
600 feet. 

The project also includes dredging of the turning basin near the 
wharf and seaward from it, plus acquisition of approximately 160 
acres of land created from the material built up as a result of the 
dredging operations. 

I believe, Mr. Chairman, that is part of the California law, that, 
even though we make the land, we have to acquire it. 

Senator Srennis. What did you say? 

_ Admiral Curw. Even though we make the land, we have to acquire 
it, sir. 

In other words, this is the result of the dredging and the spoilage 
from the dredging, we then acquire that land from the State by law. 

Senator Srennis. You mean you have to buy it? 

Mr. Trencken. In California, it has been our practice that we have 
to pay for submerged lands and tidal lands. We are estimating we 
will have to pay for this and there are funds in the budget for it. 

Senator Srennis. How much do you estimate it to be? 
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APPRAISAL REPORT 


Mr. Tirencken. We have an appraisal report, which would indicate 
about $78,000. We are rechecking that appraisal report because we 
feel it is a little on the high side and we are checking into it further, 
Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Stennis. You are on page 74 now ? 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. As I understand, you need this for your fleet 
carriers and so forth, to come in. How many of these places are 
capable of taking care of the carriers that you are going to have on 
the west coast ? 

Admiral Cuew. We have an air station at Alameda, which is in the 
San Francisco Bay area, sir, and we propose to have one at San 
Diego, the pier will support that, and then, as you know, there will be 
a drydock facility but not an operating area in the Pudget Sound 
area. That is not an operating area, though, sir. 

Actually, there will be only two places on the west coast capable 
of berthing the Forrestal class carrier, sir. 

Senator Stennis. How many are you going to have on the east 
coast ¢ 

Admiral Cuew. Norfolk and Mayport. Two on the east coast. 

On the west coast at the air stations at Alameda and North Is- 
land, sir. 

NEED FOR FACILITY 


Senator Stennis. You may become tired of having this question, 
but it goes to the gist of it. 

How are you going to get along without this? 

Admiral Cuew. They will be allowed to stay in the ocean and roll. 
I think, going back to the first carriers of the Lexington and Saratoga 
class in 1931, there were no facilities in the Long Beach area and 
they anchored in the ocean. That is exactly what the Forrestal class 
carrier would have to do now, lie off at Coronado Roads and be re- 
plenished, a very costly operation. 

Senator Stennis. You mean with aviation fuel and all the other 
lesser items ? 

Admiral Cuew. All the other items, plus the planes, the ammuni- 
tion, and all the necessary stores. 

In other words, there would be no dockside facilities in the area. 
We would have to go all the way to San Francisco. 

Mr. Minne. ‘And move the crews ashore for leave. 

Admiral Cuew. There are 3,000 men to move ashore with very 
limited boating facilities. When they anchor in the Coronado Roads, 
it is about a 4- or 5-mile run by boat. 

Senator Stennis. Into where? 

Admiral Cuew. Into San Diego, sir. 

Senator Stennis. How impractical is it to this San Diego area, how 
impractical is it to just go up to San Francisco or come in there! 
This is coming back from the Pacific area, somewhere, is it not? 

Admiral Cuew. The ship is homeported at San Diego—and here 
again, you see the tiein, one of the master jet stations is at Miramar. 

Similarly a ship would be home ported in the San Francisco area 
and the master jet station would be Lemoore. 
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So you have facilities for both home porting your ship and taking 
care of your planes and personnel. 

Senator Stennis. I am not against your proposition, but it is hard 
to be convinced that you have to have all of these facilities for every 
home port of a ship as you call it. 


DISPERSAL POLICY 


Admiral Cuew. As you know, sir, in addition to taking care of 
our concept of both limited war and all-out war, we have to be pre- 
pared. There, again, you have your dispersal. 

As a matter of fact, I think we were subject to some criticism once 
for putting all of our carriers in San Diego, those that could go in. 

Mr. Mixne. I was out there 2 weeks ago and went into this with 
Admiral Pride and his staff and I am convinced this is something 
that we should do. 

Senator Stennis. This will fix you up when you get this one? 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir; in San Diego. 

Senator Stennis. How far are you going up in the Seattle area? 

Admiral Cuew. It is not contemplated at the present time to use 
that area as an operating area. 

Senator Stennis. What are you going to use it for? 

Admiral Cuew. There is a drydock at present under contract for 
construction which will be used to repair carriers. That will be the 
only drydock on the coast that will be able to take a damaged 
Forrestal. 

Senator Srennis. Do you bring them in to drydock periodically 
whether they are damaged or not? 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir; for maintenance they must go into dry- 
dock normally every 18 months. 

Senator Stennis. That is when you scrape them off ? 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir; and look at the stern tubes and all the 
outlets to the sea and the inlets to the ship. That would be normal 
maintenance. 

Now, there is a drydock at Long Beach that will handle the large 
carriers, but not in a damaged condition. 

Senator Stennis. Well, I have learned a little bit about how they 
operate the fleet. 

Admiral Curew. The next item is page 76. This is at Oceana, sir. 
Here again we have a duplicate project of a medium range radar 
facility similar to the one I have mentioned at Miramar. 

(The justification follows :) 


Freet Support Ar STATIONS 


The second group in aviation facilities is fleet support air stations. It con- 
sists of 30 line items at 6 stations at a total estimated cost of $36,561,000. These 
stations are chiefly required to support the Navy’s striking power. 

The second project is an impact range at the Naval Air Station, Jacksonville, 
Fla., at a cost of $700,000. This project was authorized by Public Law 968, 84th 
Congress, the fiscal year 1957 Military Construction Authorization Act, and was 
then approved for funding. 

The dropping of live ordnance is required for operational training of naval 
aviators. The range will provide for high altitude horizontal bombing, loft 
bombing, and close air support with live bombs and rockets. This impact target 
is located at the former Air Force Pinecastle Range in the Ocala National 
Forest. The work will consist of tree clearing and construction of fencing, target 
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markings, observation post, 6 steel towers, approach roads, communicatioy 
facilities and crew quarters. 

The third project in this group is for the continued development of the ney 
Naval Air Station, Lemoore, Calif. Authorization was granted in three previous 
increments in the total amount of $53,447,000. When completed, this statioy 
will carry on the master jet field functions now assigned to the station at Moffett 
Field. The mission of the master jet field will be to maintain and operate 
facilities and provide services and material to support aviation activities of 
units of the operating forces and other assigned activities and units. 

This project consists of 21 line items in the total amount of $26,897,000. Item 
No. 1 is for the third increment of aircraft parking apron for $2,400,000. It 
will add 182,000 square yards of paving to the 253,400 square yards previously 
authorized. : 

The second item will provide underground storage tanks for 27,000 barrels of 
jet aircraft fuel at a cost of $159,000. It is the third increment of aircraft fue 
storage. Storage capacity for 64,000 barrels has been authorized in previous 
increments. 

The third item is for a Radar Air Traffic Control Center for $981,000. This js 
similar to a number of other line items that have been approved for various 
stations by this committee in previous years. Large numbers of first-line jet 
aircraft will operate from this field and other high speed military and com. 
mercial air traffic will be encountered in this general area. Because of the 
large number and fast closing rate of modern aircraft it is essential that the 
proposed Radar Air Traffic Control Center be constructed at this station. It 
will provide surveillance and permit control of air traffic within a radius of 
about 150 miles, keeping aircraft clear of each other and directing them into 
desired approach patterns. Construction will include medium range radar and 
a short range radar building each with a standby generator; a radar antenna 
tower; and associated communication lines and supporting utilities. 

The next item is to provide navigation aids at an estimated cost of $59,000. 
These electronic devices have a dual purpose. They are required for familiariza- 
tion and practice in clear weather and are mandatory for safe operations under 
instrument flight conditions. They are also required in order that the great 
number of high speed aircraft in the crowded air space in the area may be 
navigated safely and effectively by providing the electronic aids for the aircraft 
to enter, fly in, and leave the modern instrument-controlled complexes. The 
equipment permits the airborne pilot to locate the station and remain in a certain 
limited area while awaiting final approach clearance for a landing under all 
weather conditions. This line item provides for a small building for the homer 
equipment and a standby generator building to be located on station. The stand- 
by generator, communication lines and supporting features will be provided to 
complete the facility. 

The fifth line item for this station will provide two training buildings at an 
estimated cost of $991,000. The larger of the two buildings will be located in 
the administrative area of the station, and provide classroom, and training facili- 
ties of the nonoperational type. The smaller building will be located in the 
flight operations area, 6 miles away, and includes flight trainer and equipment 
rooms and a protective canopy for trailer. units. The initial studies for this 
line item proposed a single, large training building in the administration area. 
It was readily apparent that, due to the distance involved, the location was im- 
practical for flight and operational training facilities. Relocation of the bnild- 
ing to the operational area was then considered at which time it became apparent 
that the usefulness of the project would be greatly diminished by the jet noises. 
The present proposal represents a workable compromise which has resulted 
from these studies. 

The sixth line item is for the first increment of construction of a maintenance 
hangar at an estimated cost of $1,379,000. The hangar will be used by fleet air 
service squadron personnel servicing the carrier air group aircraft assigned to 
the station. It will provide hangar, shop, and office space and the construction 
will be based on the Navy’s new modular design. Included are the adiacent 
aircraft parking apron, an aircraft washrack and the necessary supporting utili- 
ties. This hangar will provide half of the total requirement. 

The next iine item will provide three squadron hangars at an estimated cost 
of $7,789,000. The three hangars will include hangar, shop, and office space for 
three carrier air groups and one self-supporting squadron. The line item in- 
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cludes paved maintenance apron, aircraft washrack and the necessary utilities 
and supporting features to provide a useable facility. 

The eighth line item is for a jet engine maintenance shop for $1,316,000. This 
item is similar to the shops previously funded for each of the master jet fields 
on the east coast, Cecil Field, Fla., and Oceana, Va. The Navy’s experience dic- 
tates the performance of 30- and 60-hour maintenance checks and overhaul of 
the engines used in our jet aircraft. The maintenance involves a complete 
check of the engine and the electrical and hydraulic systems of the aircraft, and 
any necessary minor repairs. This requires a production line technique to meet 
the planned workload at this station of 15 engines per day or 288 per month. A 
separate facility will be provided, designed specifically for the promotion of 
maximum efliciency in handling, overhauling, maintaining, storing and issuing 
jet engines. This will enable us to eliminate the transportation of engines for 
the 30- and 60-hour checks to an overhaul activity, thereby permitting a reduc- 
tion in the number of new replacement engines which would otherwise have to 
be in the supply system. The main building will be equipped with a bridge 
transfer crane and certain areas will be air-conditioned for dust control. 

The ninth line item is for turbo-jet engine test facilities estimated to cost 
$923,000. It will provide three separate test cells, each composed of test cell and 
control room, and a one-story engine preparation shop. Engines which have 
been repaired require checking and testing prior to installation in the air frame. 
Turbo-jet engine test facilities are required at every activity to which jet air- 
eraft are assigned, with one cell for about each 50 aircraft being standard. The 
tests conducted on each engine run the gamut from leak checks and thrust vi- 
bration, through main to emergency fuel system changeover. Sound attenua- 
tion is required to safeguard operating personnel against physiological and 
nuisance effects of engine operation. These three cells will provide half of the 
estimated requirements. 

The 10th l'ne item is a parachute shop at an estimated cost of $188,000. This 
shop is required for the rigging, airing, inspection, packing and storing of para- 
chutes; and for the inspection, maintenance and storage of survival gear. Nor- 
mally, 3 percent of the total assigned parachutes will be processed each working 
day, and all parachutes must be repacked once every 60 calendar days. Also, 
life jackets and life rafts must be periodically_cleaned, inspected and repaired. 
Humidity and temperature control are necessary for the packing of parachutes 
and air eonditioning will therefore be provided. The shop includes a 55-foot 
high drying tower. 

The 11th item is for public works shops at the estimated cost of $300,000. The 
building will contain joiner, paint, pipe, sheet metal, carpenter, electrical and 
other shops and offices for station maintenance and personnel. The total esti- 
mated cost of this master jet station is in excess of $90 million. The structures 
and utilities of this large plant will require day-to-day maintenance from the 
date the first completed building is accepted. To do this essential job efficiently 
and economically, shops and office space will be needed by the public works 
department. This item provides for construction of about one-half of the esti- 
mated requirement for office space, and about one-third of the estimated shop 
space requirement. 

Item number 12 is an aviation parts warehouse to cost $1,257,000. To op- 
erate an air station of the type and size of this master jet base requires the 
availability of various spare parts and flight gear. To meet this requirement, 
we propose to build a warehouse for storage of aviation and flight gear which 
will include office space, loading platform and cold storage area for certain flight 
gear. 

Mr. Chairman, the next item is for a hospital and dental clinic at an estimated 
cost of $2,348,000. Since there is no military hospital within reasonable distance 
of the station, we have determined that a 67-bed hospital and a dental clinic are 
required for the medical and dental care of personnel. This will include the in- 
patient and out-patient care of approximately 6,800 military personnel; out- 
patient care for dependents numbering approximately 3,800; and emergency 
civilian out-patient care. 

The next line item is for a labor and security building at an estimated cost of 
$229.000. Industrial relations offices, security offices, and a gatehouse will be 
provided for processing prospective new employees, contractors, and others who 
may have legitimate reason for entering the station. 

The next line item, gentlemen, is for barracks for 1,512 enlisted men at an 
estimated cost of $3,171,000. Barracks were authorized last year to provide 
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accommodations for 1,764 of the anticipated 4,157 men who will require berthing 
When construction has been completed of the three barracks in this item it wij] 
leave a deficit of only 881 spaces for future programing. 

The next item is also an essential accommodation for personnel. It is g 
branch messhall. to be constructed in the operations area at an estimated cost 
of $454,000. As in the case of the training buildings, which I have already dis. 
cussed, the study of the provision of messing facilities was considered first as q 
single facility in the administrative area. Consideration of the distance of 
about 6 miles from the operations area to the main messhall made it possible to 
compute the numbers of buses required, turnaround time, time in transit to and 
from the messhall, and the man-hours lost per day for the large number of base 
and air group personnel working in the operations area. As a result of this 
study, this item will eliminate the lost time and any requirement for a ficet of 
vehicles and the additional personnel necessary to man and maintain them. 

The next item is for a commissioned officers’ mess (closed) to cost $183,000, 
This will provide messing facilities for the officers assigned to the station. This 
building, to be located in the administrative area, will consist of galley and din- 
ing room having 169 seating capacity. 

The last four items for this master jet station, Mr. Chairman, include a fire 
station, community buildings, utilities and services, roads, walks, and parking. 

The estimated cost of the structural fire station is $98,000. The building 
will have two stalls for mobile equipment. 

The second of this group of items is for community buildings at a cost of 
$1,326,000. The item includes such necessary facilities as bank, cafeteria, post 
office, education center, theater, library, bowling alleys, and navy exchange 
shops and warehouse. This community center is a particularly well-designed 
project to be located conveniently in the administrative area, sited to be equally 
accessible from the barracks, BOQ and main gate. 

The next item is for the third increment of utilities and services at an esti- 
mated cost of $561,000. This will provide the balance of the utilities required 
to service buildings to be constructed under this increment of construction. It 
includes an electrical distribution system and a sewer extension and a pumping 
station together with extensions of underground services being constructed 
under the previous increments. Communication lines, boiler plant in the op- 
perations area, fire alarm system and compressed air lines are typical utilities 
included in this item. 

The final item for the station is the third increment for construction of station 
roads, walks and parking at an estimated cost of $790,000. The first and second 
increments, authorized in previous years, were for construction of primary roads 
for the station. This line item will provide for construction of secondary paved 
roads, walks and parking area. 

The next project is for construction of a medium range radar facility at the 
Naval Air Station, Miramar, Calif., at the estimated cost of $305,000. It is 
similar to a number of other line items which this committee approved in pre- 
vious years for various other stations. Large numbers of jet aircraft operate 
from this station. Also, other high speed military and increasing amounts of 
commercial air traffic are encountered in this general area. Because of the 
large numbers of aircraft and their fast closing rate, it is essential that the most 
modern equipment be provided for their control. This equipment has been 
purchased and its installation in the proposed structure is being provided for 
separately. This item is for the construction of a small building to house the 
equipment, antenna tower and radome, standby electrical generator and the 
necessary utilities. 

The fifth project in this group is a carrier berthing wharf, including land ac- 
quisition, at the Naval Air Station, North Island, San Diego, Calif., at a cost 
of $7 million. The project was authorized last year, but was not proposed 
for funding at that time. In the San Diego area there is no accessible wharf 
of sufficient size equipped with adequate utilities to berth, refuel, and service 
our modern aircraft carriers. In addition, the San Diego harbor entrance 
channel is too shallow to accommodate these deep draft carriers. Without this 
project, aircraft carriers of the Midway and Forrestal classes will have to be 
logistically supported by tankers and supply ships—a very costly and dangerous 
operation. It is proposed to construct a marginal wharf 600 feet long with nec- 
essary utilities, crane service, and a mooring island at each end. The project 
also includes dredging a turning basin near the wharf and seaward from it, 
plus acquisition of the approximately 160 acres of land accreted from the mate- 
rial built up as a result of the dredging operations 
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The last project in this group is for the medium range radar facility at the 
Naval Air Station, Oceana, Va., at a cost of $336,000. Similar features are in- 
cluded in this project as I discussed a moment ago for the Miramar facility. 


MARINE Corps AVIATION 


Senator Stennis. Let us go to the next item. 

Admiral Cuew. Page 78. We now go to the Marine Corps aspects 
of the aviation projects, sir. 

There are five stations in this group with 11 line items, at a total 
estimated cost of $6,766,000. 

All of the line items are included in the new authorization bill. 
These stations are required for training Marine Corps aviators in 
several aspects of Marine Corps operations, including the vertical 
envelopment concept of amphibious warfare and close support of the 
Marine ground forces and augmentation of the Navy’s fleet operations. 


MARINE Corps StTaTIon, BEAvuroRT, S8.C. 


The first project is at the Marine Corps Auxiliary Air Station, Beau- 
fort, S.C., for a liquid oxygen transfer building. 

There, again, it is similar to the others I have discussed. 

Senator Stennis. Turn to the next item. 


MARINE AIR STATION, CHERRY POINT 


Admiral Cuew. The next one is page 80. At the Marine Corps 
Air Station at Cherry Point for the construction of a turbojet engine 
test facility at a cost of $330,000. 

Here again it is a similar item to the previous one at Memphis. 

Senator Stennis. I think that is self-explanatory. 

Turn to the next one. 

Admiral Cuew. Page 82. Again a liquid oxygen transfer building 
at El Toro. 

Senator Stennis. That is self-explanatory. 


FacmLity aT SANTA ANA 


Admiral Cuew. Now, the next one is at the Marine Corps air fa- 
cility, Santa Ana, for barracks at an estimated cost of $2,216,000. The 
mission of this facility is similar to that of Beaufort and E] Toro 
except that the emphasis at Santa Ana is on the helicopter support 
instead of fixed wing aircraft. Its major task is to support air fleet 
Marine Pacific units. 

It also supports a Marine helicopter transport group, a Marine air 
control squadron and two Navy helicopter squadrons. 

Based on the need to provide accommodations for approximately 
70 percent of the enlisted men on board, we have a requirement for 
1,781 barracks spaces. 

Senator Stennis. What is that, now? 

Admiral Cuew. These are the squadrons that are based at the Santa 
Ana station. 

Senator Stennis. What are you using for these men now? Is this 
an old installation? 

42550—59 16 
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Admiral Cuew. No, sir; this is an expanded mission in support of 
the vertical envelopment, which is a new development in amphibious 
tactics, sir. 

This Marine Corps air station at Santa Ana can then work closely 
with the ground forces at Camp Pendleton. 

Senator Stennis. This is new additional barracks? 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. This is for additional mission, too? 


Atm STATION aT YUMA 


Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir; it is a new requirement. 

Senator Stennis. Al] right. 

Admiral Cuew. The final project is at the Marine Corps Auxiliary 
Air Station, Yuma, page 86. 

If you will remember, Mr. Chairman, we got that from the Air 
Force. We have seven line items there to make it a usable facility. 

The first one is for the replacement of the taxiway and access aprons, 

Senator Stennis. Yes, the present ones being entirely inadequate, 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir. : 

Senator Stennis. What about this big hangar over on page 87. It 
seems to me you gentlemen are spending a lot of money on hangars. 

Admiral Cuew. There will be 107 aircraft and less than 60 percent 
of the hangar space required is now available. 

Senator Srennis. Is that where you actually work on them? Is 
that where you do the repair jobs? 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir; where you have access aprons, wash racks, 
to keep up the maintenance of the planes. 


Senator Stennis. I am compelled to recess a little early. I have to 
go to the Appropriations Committee. 

Thank you very much. We will take a recess now until 2:30. 

(Thereupon, at 11:55 a.m., the subcommittee was recessed, to recon- 
vene at 2:30 p.m., same day.) 


AFTERNOON SESSION (TUESDAY, JUNE 16, 1959) 


The subcommittee reconvened at 2:30 p.m., upon the expiration of 
the recess. 


Miiirary Construction, Navy 


STATEMENTS OF HON. CECIL P. MILNE, REAR ADM. LOT ENSEY, 
REAR ADM. JOHN L. CHEW, CAPT. PETER CORRADI, REAR ADM. 
ROBERT T. S. KEITH, COMDR. JOHN W. M. MONTGOMERY, COMDR. 
ROBERT E. THOMAS, JR., COMDR. JAMES V. BARTLETT, COMDR. 
IVAN L. SWOPE, W. P. TIENCKEN, BRIG. GEN. CHESTER R. ALLEN, 
THOMAS J. SMYTH, AND MILES G. WEDEMAN—Resumed 


HANGAR AT YUMA, ARIz., STATION 


Senator Stennis. All right, gentlemen, subject to some matters that 
I will be compelled to stop on, I hope very briefly, though, if you are 
ready let us proceed. I believe we were on page 87. 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir. 
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Senator Stennis. We were talking about that hangar? 
Admiral Curw. Yes, sir. 


Senator Stennis. You were emphasizing that you greatly need it. 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir. 

The completion of these two hangars would reduce the hangar space 
deficit by 50 percent to give us the required space. 

Senator Srennis. This is the facility that you picked up from the 
Air Force instead of building at Mojave? 

Admiral Cuew. That is correct, Mr. Chairman, at a considerable 
saving. There were two other line items at that station. — 

Senator Srennis. Yes, I see them here. I think that is pretty clear. 

(The justification follows :) 


MARINE Corps Arm STATIONS 


Mr. Chairman, the Marine Corps air stations comprise the third group of 
aviation facilities in the program. There are 5 stations in this group with 
11 line items at the total estimated cost of $6,766,000. All of the line items 
are included in the new authorization bill. These stations are required for 
training Marine Corps aviators in several aspects of Marine Corps operations, 
including the vertical envelopment concept of amphibious warfare, close support 
of Marine Corps ground forces, and augmentation of the Navy’s fleet operations. 

The first project in this group is at the Marine Corps Auxiliary Air Station, 
Beaufort, S.C., for a liquid oxygen transfer building at an estimated cost of 
$51,000. The mission of the station is similar to that of the master jet field, 
Lemore, Calif., which I previously outlined. Its major task is to support 
air fleet Marine Force Atlantic units. In addition, it supports one Marine air- 
eraft group (reinforced) ; and 2 Marine air control squadrons. The newer types 
of aircraft being assigned to the fleet are equipped with liquid oxygen conver- 
sion systems which supply breathing oxygen to the pilot and crew. Facilities 
to replenish the supply are mandatory. Liquid oxygen will be delivered to the 
station storage tanks by commercial suppliers. 

The second project is at the Marine Corps Air Station, Cherry Point, N.C., 
for construction of a turbojet engine test facility at the estimated cost of $330,000. 
The mission of this station is similar to the Beaufort station. Its major tasks 
are to support air fleet Marine Force Atlantic units; to support the overhaul 
and repair program; to serve as a primary aviation supply point; to provide 
supply, fiscal, administrative and maintenance services for assigned activities; 
and to provide depot maintenance for motor transport vehicles. This project 
is similar to the one for the Naval Air Station, Memphis, Tenn., which I have 
previously outlined. It was originally authorized and approved for funding in 
the fiscal year 1957 program for $170,000. An amendment to Public Law 968, 
84th Congress, is included in this year’s authorization bill to increase the author- 
ization for the project to $330,000. 

The third project is at the Marine Corps Air Station, El Toro, Calif., for a 
liquid oxygen transfer building at the estimated cost of $48,000. The mission 
of this station is similar to that of the Beaufort station. Its major tasks are to 
support Air Fleet Marine Force Pacific Units; to serve as primary aviation sup- 
ply point; to provide supply, fiscal, administrative and maintenance functions 
for assigned satellite fields; and to provide depot maintenance for motor trans- 
port vehicles. The requirement for this liquid oxygen transfer building is the 
same as that at Marine Corps Auxiliary Air Station, Beaufort, 8.C., that I last 
mentioned, and similar facilities will be provided. 

The fourth project is at the Marine Corps air facility, Santa Ana, Calif., for 
barracks at an estimated cost of $2,216,000. The mission of this facility is similar 
to that of Beaufort and El Toro, except that the emphasis at Santa Ana is on 
helicopter support instead of fixed wing aircraft. Its major task is to support 
Air Fleet Marine Pacific units. It also supports one Marine helicopter transport 
group (reinforced) ; one Marine Air Control Squadron; and two Navy helicopter 
squadrons. Based on the need to provide accommodations for approximately 70 
percent of the enlisted men on board, we have a requirement for 1,781 barracks 
spaces. Against this need the facility has only 300 adequate spaces in perma- 
nent barracks, plus 484 spaces in deplorably substandard buildings which should 
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be replaced as soon as possible. The lack of any barracks for the remainder of 
nearly 1,000 men results in considerable hardship for them, since they are force 
to live in the relatively high-cost surrounding community. This project will pro. 
vide barracks with 1,008 bunking spaces. 

The final project in this group is at the Marine Corps Auxiliary Air Station, 
Yuma, Ariz., for seven line items at a cost of $4,121,000. The mission of this 
station is similar to that of the other Marine Corps air stations mentioned previ- 
ously, and its major task is to support Air Fleet Marine Force Pacific units. 1t 
supports one Marine aircraft group (reinforced) ; one rotational Marine aircraft 
squadron; and one Air Force aircraft control and warning squadron. 

‘the first line item in this project is for replacement of taxiway and access 
apron at the estimated cost of $1,571,000. The existing thin concrete pave- 
ment, constructed in 1943, has been subjected to such overloading that it has 
deteriorated to the point of being nearly unusable. This item includes replace- 
ment of the wornout pavement with new pavement of sufficient strength to with- 
stand the expected loading. Taxiway lighting is also included in the scope, 

The second line item is for liquid oxygen transfer building at the estimated 
cost of $49.000. This facility is the same as the two projects previously men- 
tioned in this group of Marine Corps Air Stations. 

The third line item is for an optical landing system at the estimated cost of 
$109,000. Installation of optical landing systems in aircraft carriers has 
greatly reduced the landing accident rate, and similar benefits are anticipated 
for shore installations. This will also provide field carrier landing practice 
every time a pilot lands. This item will provide installation of two units, one 
at each end of the main runway. Each installation will include concrete pads, 
communication and utilities. The mirror assemblies and accessories will be 
provided by the Bureau of Aeronautics. The committee has also approved a 
number of these facilities for various Naval Air Stations in the past several 
years. 

The fourth line item is for a special weapons target facility at a cost of 
$112.000. This is an instrumented loft bombing range to train Marine and 
Navy pilots in the techniques of special weapons delivery. No range of this type 
exists at Yuma. The land area chosen for the target is a part of the Defense 
Department owned restricted area 309, and no land acquisition will be required. 
This site was selected for its level topography, proximity to the station and for 
minimum interference with civilian activities. One tracker building, one genera- 
tor building, target circle, bombing run flight line markers and necessary cow- 
munication, instrumentation and utilities are to be provided. 

The fifth line item is for hangars at a cost of $1,138,000. For satisfactory 
maintenance, adequate space and facilities are required but are not now existing 
at Yuma for support of the 107 aircraft to be assigned. Less than 60 percent 
of the hangar space required is now available at the station. The completion 
of the two hangars in this line item will reduce the hangar space deficit by 50 
percent. Access apron and washracks are required as well as the necessary 
utilities to make the hangars usable. 

The sixth line item is for a turbo-jet engine test facility at an estimated cost 
of $330,000. This facility is required for checking and testing jet engines after 
repair and prior to installation in the airframe. It is similar to the facility I 
described previously for the Naval Air Staton, Lemoore. Although two of 
these facilities will be required eventually at this station—1 for each 50 air- 
craft—only one facility is proposed in this program because of the time-phasing 
of the station’s activity. 

The last line item is fur a messhall at an estimated cost of $812,000. The 
existing 1,000-man messhall requires 2144 hours to feed the enlisted complement 
and cannot meet sanitary standards due to its antiquated layout and its deteri- 
orated condition. This item is for construction of a 2.000-man messhall, includ- 
ing galley, food preparation area and dining area with 549 seats. 


SpecraL Purpose Arr STATIONS 


Senator Stennis. What is your next item, please? 
Admiral Cuew. That is page 95, Mr. Chairman. These are the 


special purpose air stations. We have discussed the training sta- 
tions, fleet support stations and so on. 
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Functions performed by these stations are peculiar to each of the 
individual stations in the group. They do not fall in any one cut- 
and-dried category. 

There are five stations in this year’s program for a total] amount 
of $33,356,000. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Srennis. All right, Admiral, you were at John Towers 
Field, I believe. 

JoHN H. Towers FIExp, Mp. 


Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir; in recent years the Congress has author- 
ized $16,559,000 for development of the naval air facility at John H. 
Towers Field, Andrews Air Force Base, Camp Springs, Md. 

The mission of this new facility will be to support the Naval- 
Marine Air Reserve program, flying of active duty naval aviators in 
the area and other designated operations and activities. 

Jet flying by naval aviators is now being conducted at this facility. 

The project consists of four line items at a cost of $1,051,000. 

The first is for construction of jet engine runup test pads at a cost 
of $274,000. This consists of jet blast resistant paving, divided into 
two bays with armor plate steel deflectors on the sides of each of the 
bays and steel deflectors at the back of each bay. 

Also included are the access taxiways, tiedown pads in the pave- 
ment, taxiway and test pad lighting, power, and site improvement. 

This facility is necessary to provide for the high power operation of 
jet engines on the ground for tests and adjustment. 

It must be located away from personnel areas because of the noise. 

The aircraft must be securely tied down during these tests since 
nowadays the wheel brakes and chocks are not strong enough to hold 
them with the thrust of the engines that are now developed in the 
planes. 

The second item 

Senator Stennis. I think those are rather elemental, Admiral. It 
is $1,051,0009 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. That completes your project, too, does it not ? 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir; it does. 

Senator Stennis. Thank you, sir. Go ahead. 


ELectgic SUBSTATION AT LAKEHURST, N.J. 


Admiral Curtw. The next is Lakehurst, page 100, for electric substa- 
tion and distribution improvements at Naval Air Station, Lakehurst. 

The expansion of the station and increasing demand for power ag- 
gravated by the age of equipment, some of it about 27 years old, makes 
it necessary to increase the capacity and modernize the electrical sys- 
tem. 

This is again almost a safety item, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Stennis. Just one item there? 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Let us go to the next one. 
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PATUXENT River, MbD., STATION 


Admiral Cuew. Page 102, sir. That is the Patuxent River, Md. 
The total is $1,196,000. This station, as you know, performs a number 
of functions, the most important being the air test center for which 
this project is needed. 

Senator Srennis. I thought you had reduced your program there. 

Admiral Cuew. No, sir. You are thinking of the missiles, sir. This 
is the testing of the planes themselves before they go to the carriers, 

The first of the two items is for seaplane fueling and the second is 
for an arresting gear test facility, sir. 

Were you speaking primarily of the P6M program, sir? 

Senator Stennis. I do not know whether you call it that, or not. 

Admiral Cuew. Seamaster? 

Senator Stennis. Yes, the Seamaster. 

Admiral Cuew. Actually, these—— 

Senator Srennis. This fueling station here, was that not in con- 
nection with Seamaster ? 

Admiral Cuew. That is correct. 

Senator Stennis. Do you still need it? 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir. Actually this can be used and was de- 
veloped for fueling other types of seaplanes. We can fuel them now 
by lifting them out of the water and fueling them. This is a more 
efficient method of doing that. 

I think if we go ahead with the P-6M program we would later want 
some at Harvey Point, but this was a developmental buoy to facili- 
tate fueling of any type seaplane. 

This was especially true because of the Seamaster and the exces- 
sive weight of lifting it out of the water to fuel. 

There are presently some seaplanes flying at Patuxent, whether 
we get the operational squadron at Harvey Point, or not. 


ARRESTING GEAR 


Senator Stennis. What is the arresting gear? 

Admiral Cuew. That is a very necessary gear, sir. Actually that 
is an arresting gear similar to the types on a carrier. Before a plane 
is landed aboard a carrier, it, the plane’s gear, must be tested first. 

For example, the hook is tested on a runway. If the hook carries 
away we don’t lose the plane, whereas if we landed it the first time 
aboard ship we might possibly lose the plane, sir. | E 

That is actually testing the plane’s functioning in the arresting 

ear, Sir. 
z Senator Stennis. I can hardly see how it costs a million dollars. 
It must be some expensive machinery. 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir. With the weight of these planes, sir, it 
is very complex machinery to slow the plane down within the space 
alloted on a carrier deck. 

Senator Stennis. All right. The next item. 

Admiral Cuew. Page 106. 

Senator Stennis. Is that about the same machinery on page 106! 

Admiral Cuew. This is slightly different. That was for the arrest- 
ing gear, sir. This is the catapult and arrest component research 
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facilities which are at the Naval Air Material Center in Philadelphia. 
Again this is a special purpose station. 
Senator Stennis. I think that is enough on that. 
Admiral Cuew. The next item is page 108, Mr. Chairman. 


PaciFic MISSILE RANGE 


The next project is for the Pacific Missile Range. There are 23 
line items in this miss#e center at a cost of $18 million; 13 items at 
the launch site, Point Arguello, at a cost of $9 million; three items at 
St. Nicolas at a cost of $233,000; and eight items in the Pacific Ocean, 
the missile impact location system facilities at various locations, at 
a cost of $2 million. 

The total cost is as indicated, $30,050,000. 

The mission of the range is to conduct tests and evaluate missiles, 
their components—— 

Senator Stennis. Just a minute. I notice this is a large setup 
here. We went into this rather thoroughly over in the Armed 
Services Committee. 

Admiral Curw. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Of course, you want to make your record here, 
too. 

Admiral Cuew. With your permission, sir, I could furnish the 
justification for the record. 

Senator Stennis. All right, suppose you put your justification in 
and emphasize by your oral testimony anything you wish to put 
special emphasis on. 

I do not know how you get at your estimates on a matter like this, 
far-reaching as it is. A great deal of this is scattered around over 
the Pacific Ocean. How did you handle that? 

Admiral Cuew. I think in summary I should best express the needs 
of the missile range by saying that it has been thoroughly coordinated 
within the Department of Defense. It is primarily a training range 
with unique capabilities for polar orbit and the other orbits. 

I think, also, that there has to be a certain amount of flexibility in 
the location of the missile impact landing areas, as I have indicated. 
Other than that, I believe the justification would be adequate, sir. 

Senator Srennis. Could you in open session name the different 
missiles you expect to deal with here ? 

Admiral Cuew. I think some of the projects are classified, sir. 
I would rather provide those for the record if you so desire. 

Senator Stennis. We will go into that in executive session. 


RoaDs AND UTILITIES 


I notice one item here, expansion of roads and utilities, $3 million. 
I think you had better say something special about that. The other 
item on the next page says roads and utilities, $5 million. That is 
$8 million plus what you have here. 

Admiral Cuew. The first one, Mr. Chairman, for the expansion 
coe and utilities at the missile center at Point Mugu, is the $3 

million. 
This provides for the construction of needed roads and additional 
- access gate, a new electric substation and additional primary and sec- 
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ondary overhead “AM som a electric distribution facilities, an 

expansion of the telephone facilities, additional water main, an oxi- 

= pond and repairs to two Imhoff tanks at the sewage treatment 
ant. 

. These various roads and utility items are required to support and 

provide the essential services vital to the expansion and moderniza- 

tion ofthe center. Itis more a utility shopping list, sir. 

Senator Stennis. What about the next item, Navy code 1001.00 
$14 million total? Five million dollars is requested now. ; 

Admiral Cuew. This one, you see, here, is at Point Arguello. This 
is the $5 million one you mentioned. 

Senator Stennis. Yes. 

Admiral Curw. This is the major item for the utilities and roads 
thus far in the development of the Pacific Missile Range. 

The fiscal year 1959 program contained a line item in the amount of 
$123,000 and other funds were previously made available. Those 
funds could not provide the heavy load supporting surfaces, the neces- 
sary miles of road, or eliminate the sha lads which will not accom- 
modate the long missile tractors and trailers. 


WATER SUPPLY, COMMUNICATION AND ELECTRIC LINES 


The roads are only a part of this item; as essential as the roads are 
the water supply, the communication lines and the electric power 
lines. 

If you remember, Mr. Chairman, the topography at Point Arguello 
is made up of canyons and gorges so that the road construction and 
utilities would of necessity be quite expensive. 


Senator Stennis. How far out is this? 

Admiral Cuew. Point Arguello is adjacent to Vandenberg and 
Mugu is about 75 to 80 miles away, sir. 

Senator Srennis. I see this is about a third of the total amount, 
$14,060,000-odd for the total road bill. 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir; the Arguello complex is fairly rugged 
country, sir. 

I think one other bit of justification, Mr. Chairman, is that the 
very nature of these facilities requires them to be segregated. Con- 
sequently, the amount of road building —— 

ee: Stennis. How much land are you planning to buy out 
there ? 

Admiral Cuew. None, sir, at present. 

Senator Stennis. Or have you already bought it ? 

Admiral Cuew. There is no land acquisition in this, sir. 

As you remember, this whole area was originally a part of the for- 
mer Army Camp Cooke. 

Senator Srennis. There has been something said about a ranch 
located there. 

Admiral Cuew. That is the possibility, but, you remember, in the 
authorization hearings the question came up, would it be better to get 
leases now, with the thought of buying later. 

There is nothing in this bill for land acquisition, sir. 

Senator Stennis. You plan to lease it then and buy it later! 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, if it becomes necessary. 
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Captain Corrapi. Mr. Chairman, we are actually negotiating with 
the Suddens to see if some arrangement can be worked out whereby 
the security of the range and the safety of the range may be preserved 
without actually acquiring fee title in the Sudden ranch. 

These arrangements are going on now. The Suddens are not averse 
to a long-term lease, but they are averse to selling their property. 
We hope we can work out an agreement acceptable to both the owners 
of the land and the range operator. 

The principle of the arrangement is to secure safety and security 
of the range operation. 

Senator Stennis. Is there anything else you wish to say on this? 
You go out to Wake Island, I notice. 


Facilities AT WAKE ISLAND 


Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir; that is the last group of islands for the 
Pacific Missile Range. They provide facilities at the various islands 
in the middle of the Pacific. 

Although we normally separate all facilities in the continental 
United States from those overseas, regardless of category, in this case 
these line items have been considered as part of the Pacific Missile 
Range overall, sir. 

Senator Stennis. All right. That is a much better way to get at it. 

(The justification follows :) 


SpPEcIAL Purpose Arr STATIONS 


The last of the four groups of continental aviation facilities in the program 
is special purpose air stations. Functions performed by these stations are pe- 
culiar to each of the individual stations in the group. There are five stations 
in this year’s program for a total amount of $33,356,000. 

In recent years, the Congress has authorized $16,559,000 for development of 
the naval air facility, John H. Towers Field, at the Andrews Air Force Base, 
Camp Springs, Md. The mission of this new facility will be to support the 
Naval-Marine Air Reserve program; flying of active duty naval aviators in the 
area; and other designated operations and activities. Jet flying by naval avia- 
tors is now being conducted at this facility. The project consists of four line 
items at a cost of $1,051,000. 

The first of these items is for construction of jet engine runup test pads at 
a cost of $274,000. It will consist of jet blast resistant paving, divided into two 
bays with armor plate steel deflectors on the sides of each of the bays, and steel 
deflectors at the back of each bay. AlJso included are the access taxiway, tie- 
down pads in the pavement, taxiway and test pad lighting, power and site im- 
provement. This facility is necessary to provide for the high-power operation 
of jet engines on the ground for tests and adjustment. It must be located away 
from personnel areas because of the noise. The aircraft must be securely tied 
down during these tests since wheel brakes and chocks are no longer capable of 
preventing movement of the aircraft under high-power conditions. 

The second item is for a transportation shop at an estimated cost of $189,000. 
Existing Air Force facilities are inadequate to accommodate the Navy’s work- 
load, but the Air Force will operate these facilities together with their own. 
We figure that Navy operations at Towers Field will require about 223 units of 
automotive, construction, maintenance and materials handling equipment. Space 
in this building will be required for the tire shop, battery shop, motor and ma- 
chine shop, body shop, service stalls, paint shop, parts supply and stores. 

Item number 8 is for a parachute shop with functions similar to those I dis- 
cussed for Naval Air Station, Lemoore. The item will cost $114,000 and is re- 
quired for the rigging, airing, inspecting, packing and storing of parachutes; 
and for the inspection, maintenance and storage of survival gear. Existing 
Air Force facilities are used to full capacity and cannot accommodate the Navy’s 
added workload. 
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The fourth item is for a messhall at a cost of $474,000. The need for this 
item has been the subject of study and planning conferences during the past 
year. The line item we are now proposing has been developed as a result of 
these considerations. It will have a seating capacity of 320 and capacity for 
feeding 1,000 men. 

The next project, Mr. Chairman, is for electric substation and distribution jp. 
provements at the Naval Air Station, Lakehurst, N.J., at a cost of $726,009, 
This station has the assigned tasks of supporting the airship research, test and 
development program, aircraft overhaul and repair program, provides services 
for transient aircraft, maintains an airship storage pool, and performs a number 
of other related functions. The expansion of the station and increasing de. 
mands for power aggravated by the increasing age of equipment, some of it 27 
years old, make it necessary to increase the capacity and modernize the elee. 
trical system. These improvements must be made before already hazardous 
conditions become worse. This project is for the construction of a new substa- 
tion, modification of an existing substation, construction of outdoor transformer 
pads, switch gear, fencing and manholes, and the construction and procurement 
of additional 600 kilowatt emergency diesel power supply. 

The next project is at the Naval Air Station, Patuxent River, Md., for $1,196- 
000. This station performs a number of functions, one of the important ones 
being support of the air test center for which this project is needed. 

The first of the two line items in the project is for seaplane fueling stations 
at a cost of $146,000. It will permit the refueling of the P6M Seamaster sea- 
plane with jet fuel while the aircraft is at rest in the water. The fueling sta- 
tions will be located in the Patuxent River, offshore from the flight test seaplane 
basin. This location was selected to minimize the length and the cost of fuel 
lines from existing tankage to water of adequate depth. The fueling stations 
will be required during the tests and evaluation programs for these jet seaplanes 
and as an alternate fueling point after naval seaplane facility at Harvey Point 
is commissioned. The item includes anchorage for the fueling buoys which are 
soon to be available, electrical power, controls and installation. Eight-tenths of 
a mile of fuel line of various sizes is included in this item. 

The second line item is an arresting gear test facility at a cost of $1,050,000. 
One of the primary missions of the naval air test center is to conduct shore 
based tests of all carrier aircraft. This item will permit the installation of 
the Mark 7 model 2 arresting gear similar to that used aboard our biggest car- 
riers. Since the gross weights and landing speeds have increased in modern 
carrier aircraft, testing equipments must be available to determine optimum 
conditions for landing, and to discover and correct any malfunctions of the en- 
tire system before these expensive aircraft are operated at sea. During the 
tests of new aircraft, damage or malfunctions frequently occur, arresting wires 
fail or the wires are not engaged at all. Under these circumstances, sufficient 
runway must be available beyond the arresting gear for the test pilot to acceler- 
ate and again become airborne or to land successfully and bring the aircraft 
to a halt before reaching the end of the runway. The old obsolete arresting gear 
is located at about the mid-point of the runway length which leaves insufficient 
runway from a safety standpoint. The runway could only be extended at great 
expense since it now ends at the banks of the Patuxent River. The new arrest- 
ing gear will be located 3,500 feet nearer the southeast. or downwind, end of the 
runway. The item will provide for the installation of the gear and such support- 
ing features as water supply, electrical power and communication lines. 

The next project is for catapult and arrest component research facilities 
to be located at the Naval Air Material Center, Philadelphia, Pa., at a cost of 
$333,000. This special purpose station performs research, development, test 
and evaluation, manufacture, modification and overhaul of aircraft components, 
materials and equipment. It also performs engineering, prototyping, limited 
production and maintenance of launching and recovery services for aircraft and 
guided missiles. Recovery and catapult goals require improvements in current 
equipment and development of higher capacity gear to launch and recover 
60,000 to 80,000 pounds aircraft at speeds up to 200 knots. This project will 
provide two platforms, one 50 feet by 150 feet for component research oni 
another platform 90 feet by 87 feet for scale model research. In addition. elec- 
trical facilities, hydraulic pumps, air compressors and associated pining will 
be provided. The single supporting feature consists of an electrical substation. 
The platforms and equipment will be installed in an existing building. The 
project will permit this research facility to continue toward the goals I have 
mentioned. 
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The next project, Mr. Chairman, is for the Pacific Missile Range. This range 
is being developed on the California coast near the Naval Missile center, Point 
Mugu, Calif., and extends west into the Pacific Ocean. There are 23 line items 
at the missile center at a cost of $18,183,000; 13 items at the launch site, Point 
Arguello, at a cost of $9,528,000; 3 items on San Nicolas Island to cost $238,000 
and 8 items for Pacific Ocean missile impact location system facilities to cost 
$2,101,000. The total cost of the items at these several locations is $30,050,000. 

The mission of the range is to conduct tests and evaluate guided missiles, 
their components and weapons systems; train specified personnel and nucleus 
fleet units in the preparation, maintenance, and operation of new guided mis- 
siles; provide technical services support for fleet activities designated to 
assist the range in its performance of the basic test and evaluation mission and 
operate aerodynamic test equipment. Some of these line items are basic to any 
missile range, some will support the missile program of the Navy exclusively 
and others support the missile program of all the services. 

The first line item for the group of projects at the Naval Missile Center, Point 
Mugu, is for 78,600 square yards of aircraft parking apron at cost of $1,100,000. 
This item will replace existing deteriorated bituminous paving with portland 
cement concrete. The old “black top” parking area cannot withstand the high 
temperatures and velocities of jet engine exhausts; nor can it support the in- 
creased weights and high tire pressures of modern jet aircraft. The combina- 
tion of these factors results in cracking and stripping with the airborne particles 
endangering both personnel and aircraft. When these particles enter an 
operating jet engine, costly damage inevitably results. This facility will fulfill 
approximately one-third of the eventual, total parking requirement of the center. 
Removal of the existing bituminous pavement is included as a part of this line 
item. 

The second line item is for fuel storage facilities at a cost of $301,000. It will 
provide 9 storage tanks with a capacity of 882,000 gallons or 21,000 barrels of 
jet fuel. The fiscal year 1959 program provided for the construction of tanks 
and rework of existing tanks with a total capacity of 14,330 barrels. Comple- 
tion of the construction requested in this item will provide a 10-day supply of 
jet fuel, this quantity having been determined to be the required minimum 
supply. The item includes receiving, issuing and transfer lines and facilities 
with separators, meters, pumps, and associated equipment for the existing and 
new storage. The supporting features include electrical distribution lines, fire 
protection water lines, roads, storm sewers, and security fencing. 

The third line item is for a meteorology building at a cost of $108,000, required 
for the PMR Weather Division, Range Operations Department. The most pre- 
cise meteorological information is necessary for successful missile operations ; 
and forecasting and other services are required for routine base operations. 
Included in the supporting features are electrical distribution and gas lines, 
sewage and water lines. 

The next line item, also at the Naval Missile Center, Point Mugu, is for an 
automotive maintenance facility at a cost of $330,000. The item will provide 
a maintenance and operations building and a separate refueler repair building. 
It will include an air compressor, hoists, steam generator, and other items neces- 
sary to provide a usable facility. The inadequate, existing buildings are of tem- 
porary construction, are badly deteriorated and will be demolished. 

The fifth line item is for frequency control facilities at a cost of $580,000. 
Missile tests which involve radio frequency channels for instrumentation, com- 
munication, and surveillance functions require positive determination that the 
channels are free of interference before and during the tests. Spurious signals 
generated thousands of miles away resulted in the loss of expensive equipment 
and data before frequency monitoring became standard procedure. This item 
will provide a monitoring and laboratory building at the main base and a remote 
monitoring building on Laguna Peak to extend coverage to include the Los 
Angeles basin industrial area. The small, widely scattered units now in use 
will mostly be transferred to down-range locations. The laboratory and moni- 
toring portions of the building at the main base will house electronic equipment 
with stringent requirements for air-conditioning, dust, and humidity control. 

The sixth line item provides mobile instrumentation stations at three locations 
to cost $423,000. These stations will be located on the California coast, one at 
Point Montara, south of San Francisco: one at Granite Canyon, south of the 
Monterey Peninsula; and one at Piedras Blancas, west of Paso Robles. The 
locations provide coverage of that portion of the Pacific Missile Range which 
parallels the coastline. The item provides ground communication and the con- 
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struction of hardstands for portable communication and tracking equipment, 
Utility buiidings will be provided at each of the three sites, together with neces. 
sary utilities. 

The seventh line item at a cost of $545,000 will provide a permanent instry- 
meutation facility, as compared to the mobile sites just discussed. This facility 
will be located at Point Pillar, only a few miles south of the mobile site at Point 
Montara. Whereas the mobile site will be used only when range operations re. 
quire added communication and tracking equipment, this facility will be in con. 
tinual use. It will consist of three single-story buildings: the telemetry build. 
ing, the automatic vectoring and computer building, and control center and the 
transmitter and receiver building. The Point Pillar instrumentation site is re. 
quired to meet the tracking and telemetry receiving requirements for the Pacific 
Missile Range. 

The next line item is for a photographic installation and calibration facility at 
a cost of $63,000. It consists of a shop building and paved aircraft apron. The 
apron will contain a hydraulic nosewheel lift to permit leveling of aircraft for 
boresight adjustments. The item will provide camera maintenance facilities, 
film loading dark rooms and storage space for camera pods and equipment. The 
facility is necessary to support airborne photography associated with air-to-air 
and air-to-surface missile programs. 

The ninth line item is a missile project building at a cost of $2,959,000. This 
item will utilize the modular hangar concept and will provide a building of about 
105,600 square feet of floor space. In addtion, parking apron and roads and 
parking area are necessary to complete the facility. These detailed requirements 
are generated by accelerated tests of a number of missiles. The item will pro- 
vide for both Navy and contractor testing and development of firm missile 
programs. 

The 10th line item is an armaments test project building at a cost of $2,445,000. 
The Armaments Test Division of the Naval Air Test Center, Patuxent River, Md. 
has, for many years, conducted tests and evaluations of armament systems. 
After all, it is not how far, how fast, or how high an aircraft will go—although 
these are important factors, of course—but can the system deliver the goods in 
aerial warfare? This is the all-important question for which answers are 
sought. The armaments test facility at Patuxent can no longer conduct these 
tests and evaluations in the restricted area available. The unit must be moved 
to the Naval Missile Center where the range capability will meet the require- 
ments. The item will provide the hanger, shop, office, and laboratory space 
needed. 

The next line item, Mr. Chairman, is for an addition to the instrumentation 
building now in use, at an estimated cost of $740,000. The one-story structure 
will be constructed to match the existing structure. This requirement is created 
by 152 additional personnel needed by the end of fiscal year 1960 to support the 
Pacific Missile Range, 43 other contractor personnel now quartered in a con- 
verted BOQ, and other requirements totaling 338 office personnel and 216 tech- 
nicians. The item will provide office and laboratory space. This requirement for 
laboratory space is necessary partly as replacement for similar space reassigned 
to the tape input IBM-650 computer and partly by 62 laboratory technicians who 
make up part of the 152 additional personnel just mentioned. 

The next line item is for a warehouse at a cost of $287,000. Temporary-type 
buildings are being used for storage at the Naval Missile Center, Point Mugu, to 
make up for the deficiency of about 55,000 square feet. These buildings have 
ground-level floors, or wood floors which make use of material-handling equip- 
ment impossible. Not designed for storage, these buildings are poorly lighted, 
materials get musty due to the lack of proper ventilation and fire protection is 
inadequate. This item will provide 40,000 square feet of storage space at truck- 
bed height which will permit the use of modern, efficient, and safe storage 
methods. 

The next line item will provide an addition to the dispensary at a cost of 
$280,090. The medical facilities at the Naval Missile Center require expansion 
to provide examination and treatment of the numbers of military and civilian 
personnel which have increased greatly since the existing facility was built. 
The item will provide two rectangular wing additions to the existing building. 
These additions will provide a 6-bed holding ward, various medical rooms, offices, 
and an ambulance garage. 

The next line item is for a Pacific Missile Range headquarters building at a 
cost of $1,867,000. This item will provide headquarters for the commander of 
the range and his various administrative and operational personnel which will 
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total 596 by calendar year 1961. The administration and management of the 
Naval Missile Center, air station and the Pacific Missile Range iu its embryo 
stage, are currently bemg conducted by 1,387 personnel. Various transters of 
oluices and personnel are planned, and have been cousiuered in tue scope ol this 
item. Inciuded in this item are a range status display center, a cafeteria, and 
supporting features are comprised of utility lines, paving and parking. 

‘ue next line item is an audition to the security building at a cost of $74,000. 
Security facilities are necessary for the processing of ull persunnel attached 
to or visiting the center. in addition, automobiles entering or leaving the 
station are checked by security personnel. Prospective employees, contractor 
personnel, and others are interviewed; personnel and vehicles clearances and 
passes are issuec. The requirement is generated partly by the establishment 
of the Pacific Missile Range, which may be expected to increase requiiewents 
further as time goes on. ‘‘he security workload between fiscal years 1956 and 
1958 increased 275 percent, and the projected workload by the end of fiscal 
year 1959, 370 percent. This item will provide for the construction of a one- 
story addition to the existing security building. 

The 16th line item is for barracks at a cost of $980,000. This item will provide 
barracks capacity for 500 men and provide relief for the present deficit of more 
than 900 spaces. Operations of the Pacific Missile Range requires the assign- 
ment of additional enlisted personnel and this item provides for the expansion 
planned through fiscal year 1960. 

The next line item is another personnel support item, namely, an addition to 
the messhall at a cost of $255,000. This item will provide messing facilities for 
personnel including the planned increase in numbers for the Naval Missile 
Center. The seating capacity of the dining area will be 592. This is based on the 
requirement for facilities for 2,000 men. 

The 18th line item is for an addition to the bachelor officers’ quarters at a 
cost of $434,000 and will provide accommodations for 50 officers. This will be 
a one-story addition to the existing BOQ. Only 30 spaces are presently available, 
92 are needed. This item will alleviate the deficit of 62 spaces to a marked 
degree. 

The 19th line item is for a structural fire station at a cost of $222,000. The 
present temporary firehouse is inadequate and substandard, requiring the use 
of an additional building. The one-story structure in this item will nrovide 
permanent and adequate space for personnel and provide for the protection of 
expensive equipment. In addition to the building and site imnrovement, the 
item includes such supporting features as communication, electrical, gas, sewer, 
an? water lines. a fire alarm svstem. and a parking area. 

The 20th line item, Mr. Chairman, is an item which is of the tvpe frequently 
deferred in favor of urgently required operational items, but which, T submit, 
is no less important than anv other project in this prorcram. This item is a 
699-seat chapel at a cost of $544,000. Department of Defense criteria actually 
allow one 69?-seat and one 3M0-seat chapel for a station with populatien hetween 
5,990 and 7,000; however, only the larger chapel is requested at this time. A 
60-seat chapel contains 12,900 square feet of space, yet existing facilities 
consist of less than 3,900 square feet of substandard auonset huts. In addi- 
tion te the chapel building, the item includes altar, lectern, pulpit, and necessary 
utilities. 

The next line item is for the expansion of rosds and utilities at the Naval 
Missile Center, Point Mugu, at a cost of $3 million. The item provides for 
the construction of needed roads, an additional access gate, a new electric 
substation, additional primary and secondary overhead and undergrornd elec- 
tric distribution facilities, and the expansion of telephone facilities, additional 
water main, an oxidation pond, and repairs to two Imhoff tanks at the sewage 
treatment plant. These various road and utility items are required to support 
and provide essential services vital to the expansion and modernization of 
the center. 

The next to the last line item for the naval missile center is a standby gus 
plant at a cost of $160,000. The item will provide for the construction of a 
one-story compressor-blending building and outdoor storage facilities for liquid 
propane used for heating purposes. This item is required by limits on the 
amount of natural gas which can be furnished to the center by the gas company. 
The present rate of consumption during demand peaks reaches more than 
80 percent of the quantity which can be furnished. The construction of new 
facilities will greatly increase the demand. This item is required to receive 
and store liquid propane and furnish blended gas to the station industrial 
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area during periods when demand exceeds the capability of the gas company 
to furnish uninterruptible service. 

The 23d and last item for the naval missile center, is the expansion of the 
water system at a cost of $486,000. The item includes modification of the water 
treatment plant, a 150,000 gallon storage tank and pipeline. 

The next group of line items, Mr. Chairman, consist of 13 items for the 
Pacific Missile Range to be located at the Naval Missile Facility, Point Arguello 
Calif. at a total cost of $9,528,000. P 

The first item is a public works shop at a cost of $150,000. This is another 
item which has been studied in detail and represents a workable compromise. 
The item will support range operation and launch facilities varying from simple 
utilities to complex technical facilities which, due to safety and other considera- 
tions must be widely. scattered over 19,000 acres. The facility to be constructed 
in this item includes the building and shop maintenance equipment and the sup- 
porting features of utility lines, roads, and parking area. © 

The second line item is the second increment of construction at the radio re 
ceiver facility at a cost of $38,000. The first increment of construction provided 
for 1,960 square feet in the fiscal year 1958 military construction program. This 
increment will add 800 square feet to the facility being constructed. The item 
is needed to house special receiving equipment used in missile operations and 
must be air conditioned with dust and humidity control. 

The third line item is a central launch control facility at a cost of $873,000, 
This is a building to be located in the launching complex area. It will be a re- 
inforced concrete with revetments to protect personnel from the effects of 
possible explosions. The electronic equipment to be located in the basement 
floor will require air conditioning, humidity, and dust control. The windowless 
ground floor will require forced ventilation. In addition to the building and com- 
munication cabling, the supporting features include utility lines, roads and park- 
ing areas, and site improvement. 

The fourth line item is for a missile assembly building at a cost of $875,000. 
This item will provide a hangar-type building with two-story wings running 
the length of the building on each side. The design of this item provides for two 
bridge cranes in the central bay. The structure will provide in addition to the 
missile assembly area, engineering office and general office space; specialized 
technical equipment area, data reduction, and mechanical equipment. 

The fifth line item is for an operational computer center (realtime) at a cost 
of $233,000. This building will house the realtime impact prediction computer 
which will be retained on a lease or rental basis. This computer processes trajec- 
tory data, computes and displays the instantaneous impact point and is neces- 
sary for impact prediction and range safety. The supporting features include 
an emergency generator, communication lines, and utilities. 

The sixth line item is for an ordnance assembly building at a cost of $200,000. 
This structure will be 40 feet wide and 150 feet long with a 40-foot, 20-ton bridge 
crane included in this item. Whereas the inert sections of missiles will be assem- 
bled in the missile assembly building discussed a moment ago, this item will pro- 
vide facilities for mating the explosive ordnance sections with the nonexplosive 
sections. The structure will be located in a safe area, convenient to the launch- 
ing pads. The steel building frame and the craneway must be electrically 
grounded. 

The next line item is for a launch site support building at a cost of $65,000. 
This item will provide a storage building and an open storage area. It is 
necessary for storage of materials and equipment for immediate use in the 
launch area. A large volume of expendable materials and construction mate- 
rials are required between the major supply area and the point of use, and 
must be readily available. Mobile equipment, rigging equipment and technical 
support equipment must also be available. This line item will fulfill these 
requirements. 

The eighth line item is for a range users engineering building at a cost of 
$400,000. Operations to be conducted at the Naval Missile Facility, Point Argu- 
ello, make it- possible to predict that approximately 387 project managers, engi- 
neers and scientists, administrators, secretaries, draftsmen, technicians and 
others. connected with various missile operations will be present at Point 
Arguello and require working space to carry out their particular responsibilities. 
Since personnel of a specific service will only be present during tests and train- 
ing in connection with a particular program, the individual ‘services eannot 
be expected to provide facilities of this type as such a solution would hardly 
be practical or -economical.:. This item will provide the necessary facilities 
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for the range users. Included in the item are communication lines and the 
ysual supporting utilities. 7 . 

The ninth line item is for high explosive magazines at a cost of $208,000. 
This item will provide five magazines for the safe storage of fuses, pyrotechnics, 
high explosives and rocket motors. Included in these categories are solid 
propellant boosters, sustainers, command destruct charges and live warheads. 
The separate magazines are necessary for the items which are not safe for co- 
incident storage. 
= 10th line item is for a multipurpose marine detachment building at a cost 
of $410,000. This line item, again, Mr. Chairman, is one which has been studied 
from several viewpoints such as billeting the marines at Vandenburg Air Force 
Base, or providing separate satellite facilities around the Naval Missile acil- 
ity, Point Arguello, and other proposals. Each of these schemes fails to ful- 
fill requirements in some important aspect. This line item is the result of these 
studies and will provide facilities for the Marine Corps security force of 125 
men. The building will contain offices, classrooms, dormitories for enlisted men, 
armory, guardroom, and other spaces. : 

The next line item is for a structural fire station at a cost of $90,000. This 
item is comparable to the fire stations presented to the committee in the past 
and similar to the fire station in this program for Naval Air Station, Lemoore, 
Calif. Due to the distance involved within the 19,000 acres at the Naval Missile 
Facility, facilities at Point Arguello cannot be provided with the necessary 
class “A” fire protection with the existing facility in the industrial area in the 
vicinity of the main gate. The new fire station will be located strategically in 
the southern portion of the base. This requirement is generated not only by 
the distances involved but by the nature of the fuels, liquefied and high-pressure 
gas, magazines and buildings. 

The 12th line item is for roads and utilities at Point Arguello at a cost of 
$5,022,000. This is the major item for utilities and roads thus far in the de- 
velopment of the Pacific Missile Range. The fiscal year 1959 program con- 
tained a line item in the amount of $123,000 and other funds were previously 
made available. Those funds could not provide the heavy-load supporting 
surfaces, the necessary miles of road or eliminate the sharp bends which will 
not accomodate long missile tractors and trailers. The roads are only a part 
of this item. As essential as the roads, are the water supply, communication 
lines, and electrical powerlines. 

The final line item for the Naval Missile Facility, Point Arguello, will pro- 
vide launch site security facilities at a cost of $955,000. The Secretary of 
Defense designated the Naval Missile Facility as a maximum security area 
in mid-1958. While the facility is probably not unique from a security stand- 
point, it does pose several problems. The large area and widely separated 
units must be considered. In addition, the Southern Pacific Railroad traverses 
the base in the coastal area. Fairly high hills to the east provide excellent 
vantage points for visual observation of most of the base. Surface craft in 
the ocean area west of the base are limited in their approach only by the 
courage of the operator and surf conditions. We cannot afford to construct a 
double, chain-link and barbed wire fence around Point Arguello and the ad- 
jacent hilltops. This item will provide “island” type security for the launch 
sites in the form of camouflage screens and limited amounts of stock fencing, 
telephone and power lines. In addition, a small railroad community, Surf, 
Calif., now located in a hazard area during missile firings must be vacated 
and housing provided at another location. Chain-link fencing will be provided 
around fuel storage, liquid and high pressure gas storage, toxic chemical stor- 
age and magazine areas. 

Mr. Chairman, the next group of items for the Pacific Missile Range are three 
line items at a cost of $238,000 for San Nicolas Island, located some 60-odd 
miles off the California coast. This installation, with its airfield and other 


facilities, is an important part of the missile range and an essential part of 
the Naval Missile Center, Point Mugu. 


The first of these three line items is for expansion of the telephone exchange 
at a cost of $75,000. The item is necessary to replace the present manually 
operated, advance-base type switchboard, which has an inadequate number of 
eircuits; with a modern automatic switchboard with additional circuits. 
cluded in the item is expansion of the telephone exchange building to ac- 


commodate the new equipment, utility lines, roads and parking area, and site 
improvement. 


In- 
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The second item is for a photographic building at a cost of $88,000. The 
item will provide a badly needed building in support of photographic opera. 
tion and a roof platform for a camera mount. The building will provide 
laboratory space, maintenance shop space and garage space for mobile equip. 
ment. Air conditioning, dust and humidity control is required in the fil 
processing and storage rooms. 

The final item for San Nicolas Island is for an electronics maintenance shop 
at a cost of $75,000. This item will replace the inadequate, deteriorated, tem. 
porary type structure with a masonry block structure with a concrete slab roof, 
Whereas only 600 square feet of space has been available, the new building 
will contain 1,200 square feet. The increasing emphasis on electronic equipments 
requires facilities for the testing, alining, troubleshooting and repair of com. 
plex, sensitive, and expensive equipments. Adequate electrical power must be 
available and radio and radar interference with testing procedures must he 
minimized. The equipments concerned will be protected from the effects of rain, 
fog, dust, and blowing sand being combated in the existing structure. 

Mr. Chairman, the last group of items for the Pacific Missile Range, will pro. 
vide facilities at various island locations in the Pacific Ocean. Although we 
normally separate all facilities in the continental United States from those 
overseas, regardless of category, in this case these line items have been con. 
sidered as part of the Pacific Missile Range “package” throughout the numerous 
reviews. They are most essential to the early operations of the range and 
have been retained in the PMR section of our program. The items are eight in 
number at a total cost of $2,101,000. Because of the great distances of these 
islands from the mainland and changes in missile technology, we have not yet 
had time to refine our plans. Consequently, it may be necessary to provide 
different facilities on the several islands than those listed in the program book, 
This, of course, may require some adjustment of costs within the overall total. 

The first item is for additions to communication buildings at Eniwetok 
Island in the Marshall Islands, at a cost of $317.000. These additional con- 
munication facilities are necessary to provide a data link with the PMR station 
at Wake Island. The data link will be used for obtaining area surveillance 
and clearance status in addition to missile impact location data. This line 
item will provide for an addition to the present transmitter building, an addition 
to the receiver building, transmitting and receiving antennas, an emergency 
generator building and generator, utility lines and parking area. The electronic 
equinment installations in this climate require air conditioning, dust and 
humidity control. 

The second line item is for additions to communication buildings at the Ma. 
rine Corps Air Station, Kaneohe Bay, Oahn, Hawaii, at a cost of $123.00, 
This item, similar to the last item presented to the committee, will provide 
additions to the transmitter and receiver buildings. antennas. utility lines, 
roads, and parking area. This facility will be the Pacific Missile Range con- 
munication center in the Hawaiian Islands. As in the case of Eniwetok. the 
electronic equipment installations require air conditioning, dust and humidity 
control. 

The third line item is for an addition to the communication building at Wake 
Istand at a cost of $93.000. This line item will provide expansion of the Federal 
Aviation Agency transmitter building, utility lines, paving, and an electric 
powerplant. The item is necessary in connection with the Pacific Missile Range 
since an ICBM target is located near Wake and impact data must be trans 
mitted from the station. The fiscal year 1959 program provider 600 square feet 
as a first increment of the transmitter building expansion. This line item pro 
vides an additional 680 square feet of space. 

‘ es next three items are for missile impact location buildings at different 
ocations. 

The first of these is for a building at Eniwetok Island at a cost of $435.00. 
This building will contain the missile impact location system equipment and 
also serve as PMR range operations building. The building is necessary to 
house the equipment and provide office and working space for personnel to con- 
duct range operations, perform and evaluate range surveillance and to conduct 
range safety functions. In addition to communication and utility lines, the sup 
porting features include roads and parking area, and an emergency electrical 
generator system. Air conditioning, dust and humidity control are required for 
the electronic equipment installation. 
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The second of these MILS buildings is similar, though larger, to be con- 
structed at Marine Corps Air Station, Kaneohe Bay, at a cost of $486,000. 

The third MILS building is to be located at Midway Islands at a cost of 
$435,000. This item is essentially identical to the building required at Eniwetok 
Island. 

The seventh line item, also at Eniwetok Island is a sounding rocket facility at 
a cost of $22,000. This item consists of a rocket storage magazine, launcher, 
and launching pad. Utilities and services are included to provide a usable 
facility. The facility will make it possible to obtain high altitude meteorological 
data, necessary in connection with nose cone reentry and missile impact data. 

The final item for the Pacific Missile Range, and this group of oversea items, 
is for bachelor civilian quarters at Wake Island at a cost of $190,000. The 
item will provide 4 dwellings to house 16 men in accordance with standard 
FAA plans and specifications. Quarters are necessary for the additional per- 
sonnel stationed on this remote island in connection with operations of the 
Pacific Missile Range. 


AVIATION FACILITIES IN OVERSEA STATIONS 


Admiral Cuew. Page 167, oversea air. 

Senator Stennis. Proceed. 

Admiral Cuew. These are the aviation facilities projects in the 
oversea stations, total amount of $39 million. 

There are 10 stations in this group for a total of 21 line items. All 
but one of these are in this year’s authorization. 


NAVAL STATION, ARGENTIA 


The first project is at the Naval S‘ation, Argentia, and includes 
two line items at an estimated cost of $4,133,000. This is the key 
station for many of the elements of our Atlantic defense systems, 


provides support operation for our fleet operations, antisubmarine 
warfare, airborne early warning, surface Soaes and search and 
— operations, as well as logistics support for certain service 
crait. 

Item No. 1 is to provide barracks for 1,008 men at estimated cost 
of $3,620,000. All of the barracks at adjacent areas are temporary 
wooden buildings constructed by the Army in 1942. They were de- 
signed for a limited life. 

This fact, the shortage of desirable building materials and dearth 
of skilled labor at the time, resulted in very inferior construction. 
These sort of built-in deficiencies and lack of preventive mainte- 
nance—— 

Senator Stennis. I think you have said enough. You need not 
cover the recreational facilities. That goes without saying. What 
is your next item ? 


NavaL Air STATION, ATSUGI, JAPAN 


Admiral Cnew. Page 170, which is the Naval Air Station at Atsugi 
Japan, provides for runway overlay pavement at estimated cost o 
$1,640,000. 

Senator Stennis. What do you mean by overlay pavement? Just 
what it says? 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir. \ 

The original strip was built by the Japanese of very thin materials 
and does not take the weight of our present planes. 

42550—59——17 





256 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION APPROPRIATIONS, 1960 


Senator Srennis. On an item like this, why do you not just ask 
for all of it at once? You already have some of it allowed, but you 
are still going to have another increase of this, $380,000 last year, the 
way I read this. 

Admiral Cuew. I think we have reinforced the runway and ex- 
tended it at one time, sir. Now, because of the heavy use, we require 
the overlay. 

Senator Stennis. Well, you are going to have to have more next 
year on it, according to your figures here. It says estimated cost to 
acquire facilities $2,240,000. You spent $380,000. This authoriza- 
tion is $1,640,000. You still are going to have some left over. Maybe 
it will not take it all. 

Admiral Cuew. I will have to check that, Mr. Chairman. 

_ (The information requested follows :) 

The $14 million represents the amount estimated to be needed to complete the 
development of the station in accordance with our master plan. The require. 
ments to be satisfied in the future include such facilities as shops, aircraft parking 


apron improvement, and similar aviation facilities. They are not necessarily for 
additional runway pavement. 


NAVAL STATION, BERMUDA 


Senator Stennis. The next item ? 

Admiral Curew. Page 172. It is at the Naval Station, Bermuda, to 
rovide barracks space for the 100 enlisted men at an estimated cost of 
295,000. 

Here there are five barracks buildings on the station, two of them 
are permanent and the remaining three are temporary wooden build- 
ings in World War II. The three temporary buildings have deteri- 
orated to such an extent that they will have to be torn down within a 
few years and all the barracks, both permanent and temporary, are 
overcrowded with almost 1,000 men living in spaces stented for 750. 

So the provision of this item will alleviate the overcrowding aspect 
to a considerable extent. 

Senator Stennis. $2,950 per man, is that it ? 

Admiral Cuew. $2,100, I think, per man. 

Senator Stennis. You said you had 100 men, $225,000. 

Captain Corrapt. The structures themselves run $2,100 per man. 
There are additional costs due to electrical substation, steam and water 
lines to be run to those barracks. 


COST LIMITATIONS 


Senator Stennis. Why is it you gentlemen always figure the utilities 
separately ? 

Captain Corrapt. Because on a structure of this kind we are abiding 
by the rule under which the cost limitations were established, Mr. 
Chairman. 

You may recall the committees established certain cost limits to be 
applied to the buildings alone and not to the special conditions, either 
for foundations or supporting materials. We automatically break out 
those costs to show a cost which is comparable to the statutory limi- 
tation. 
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Senator Stennis. What do you gentlemen say as to the accuracy of 
your estimates for all the Pacific missile range? How do you think 
you can we so accurate with those estimates? Do you think they will 
stand up $ 

tootete Corrapt. We think they are reasonably accurate, Mr. Chair- 
man. We have either completed preliminary plans for or are in the 
process of preparing preliminary plans which have advanced to the 
point where a check has been made on the estimated cost. 

Senator Stennis. Well, you know your experience. Based on your 
experience and then the relative cost index, too, you can fairly well tell, 
can you not ? 

Captain Corrapr. Yes, sir; and the local engineers who are pre- 
paring these preliminary drawings now have bidding experience at 
these locations. 

Senator Stennis. What is your function at the installation down at 
Bermuda? It says support fleet operations. What does that mean 
down at Bermuda? 

Admiral Cuew. Actually, we support both aviation activities from 
the field and antisubmarine warfare. Primarily, antisubmarine 
warfare would be the big effort in the Bermuda area, both surface 
ships and the ASW aircraft operating from this station. 

Senator Stennis. The next item. 

Admiral Cuew. Page 174. 

Senator Stennis. I am already on that page. 


PHILIPPINE PROJECT 


Admiral Cuew. Is this in the Philippines, Mr. Chairman ? 


Senator Stennis. Yes, Philippines. 

Admiral Cuew. This is the similar liquid oxygen transfer facility, 
but I would like to point out one thing about it. Here we have to 
make the liquid oxygen. Normally, in the continental United States 
we buy it. So this is precisely like the others but with the capacity 
for making it. 

Senator Stennis. Do you mean you take this up in the form of 
liquid and breathe it? 

Admiral Cuew. We generate the liquid oxygen and store it and 
then can use it either in the liquid or gaseous forms depending on the 
particular type of plane. 

Senator STENNis. Yes, but you said you took this up to sustain a 
pilot. You say there is an increasing demand for breathing oxygen 
° sustain the pilot. Do you carry enough in the plane in liquid 
orm? 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. In liquid form? 

Admiral Cuew. Some planes use it in liquid form and some planes 
use it in high pressure gaseous form. That is for storage. 

When you breathe it, it is obviously gas. 

Senator Stennis. Yes, I know. I was surprised to know that you 
took it around with you in liquid form. 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. The next item, please. 
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Forp IsLanp, OAHU 


Admiral Cuew. Page 176. This is the Naval Air Station at Ford 
Island, Oahu, to provide modification of a pier, estimated cost of 
$1,271,000. 

This project was authorized and approved for funding last year, 
This is required for berthing the Forrestal class, very similar to the 
facility at San Diego. You will notice it was both authorized and 
approved for funding. 

enator STENNIS. You mean last year? 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir. But we were unable to fund it. 

Now I would like to call your attention to this because this is one 
item that, although authorized and approved for funding, it was 
not in what I call a program cleared status. 

In addition, we have those other items of some $70 million that are 
program cleared, authorized and approved for funding, but still have 
not been done. 

Senator Stennis. If you had $71,271,000, you would have gotten 
this in. Otherwise, it was that far down the line on priority, was it 
not ? 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. The next item? 

Admiral Cuew. Page 178, Mr. Chairman. This again is fora 
liquid oxygen transfer building. 

penator STENNIS. Back to that pier, how are you getting along with 
it now ? 

Admiral Cuew. In deferral? 

Senator Stennis. Yes. 

Admiral Curew. We use a dock on the Navy Yard side. This isa 
pier tee the island, Ford Island, which is the center section of Pearl 
Harbor. 

At the present time the carriers are based, and they can be berthed 
at the Navy Yard dock which is the industrial facility. Here at Ford 
Island we want the pier where the carriers used to berth before they 
got too big for the present facility. They are serviced there. The 
planes are taken off and replacement planes put on. 

Senator Stennis. The next item, 178, is another one of your liquid 
oxygen transfer buildings. What do you mean by building? Do you 
fan it in there and make a transfer? What do you mean by transfer 

uilding? 

Admiral Cnew. It is a small storage building, sir, with the neces- 
sary piping facilities, atmosphere control, where the oxygen can be 
transferred from its liquid state and put into containers and taken to 
the planes. 

As I said, in all cases except in the Philippines, we buy from a con- 
mercial producer the liquid oxygen and stow it in this particular 
building and then deal it out as we need it, plus the fact that ther 
is a small shop in there. As you would anticipate, there must be some 
transfer bottles, so you have the little workshop for transfer bottle 
to be serviced. It is like coming to a filling station, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Next item. 

Admiral Cuew. Page 180, Mr. Chairman. This is a classified pro}: 
ect so I will omit this one, with your permission. 

Senator Stennis. The next item ? 
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DREDGING HARBOR AT ROTA 


Admiral Cuew. The next item that is unclassified is the project 
for dredging of the harbor at Rota. That is page 186, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Stennis. You show this whole project here not yet in in- 
ventory. Oh, yes, authorization not yet in inventory, $73 million. I 
thought that had been in operation since last summer. 

Captain Corrapt. Mr. Chairman, very frequently as a part of a fa- 
cility becomes operational, we make use of it without actually taking 
it up as a completed item. A rough rule would be when we make the 
final payment to the contractor and we get a release from him on the 
contract, we turn it into inventory and that has not been done on 
these facilities as yet. 

Senator Stennis. How much was your original authorization re- 
quest on this? 

Admiral Curew. This was $11,934,000. 

Senator Stennis. Go ahead with your justification now as you see 
fit. 

Admiral Cuew. As you remember, Mr. Chairman, that $11,934,000 
was for the dredging of the entire harbor. The proposal that we now 
submit is to dredge an entrance channel which would allow a carrier 
to come in under any conditions of tide, berth, and get out under any 
conditions of tide. 

It would also provide a dredged space by the fuel oil pier so that a 
tanker could come in under high tide conditions and then rest at the 
berth satisfactorily and then pump out and get out. 

But the channel would be primarily for the carrier berth and the 
marginal wharf. By so doing, we could reduce the cost of the project 
from $11 million down to $5.4 million, sir. That will give us a com- 
pletely usable facility, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Let your tanker and carrier come in and come out 
under any conditions? 

Admiral Cuew. It will let the carrier come in and come out under 
any conditions. It will let the tanker come in under high tide condi- 
tions and then pump out and get out under any conditions. She 
can lie in safety at the berth. 

Senator Srennis. Well, for absolute necessity, this would serve 
your two primary purposes, then ? 

Admiral Cuew. Precisely, sir. 

Actually, the part that was deleted was the turning basin in the 
middle of the harbor. 

Senator Stennis. Yes. 

Admiral Curew. The whole center of the harbor essentially. 

Senator Stennis. Mr. Clerk, will you make a memorandum about 
the amount requested. You have this marked “Secret.” 

Admiral Cuew. I tried to eliminate any classified information here. 

Senator Stennis. That is all right. The next item, please? 


NAvAL Station, Puerto Rico 


Admiral Cuew. The next one is on page 188 for Roosevelt Roads 
at the naval station in Puerto Rico. 
Six line items at a cost of $3 million. 
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The mission of this station is to maintain and operate facilities 
and provide services and materiel to eet the operating forces, 
fleet aviation, guided missile units, guided missiles programs, patrol, 
carrier, utility, and other assigned units and activities. It is primarily 
a training area. 

The first item is the second increment of the communication and 
radar center at an estimated cost of $1,403,000. 

Senator Stennis. That is the second and last increment ? 

Admiral Curw. This is the second increment; yes, sir. 

The first increment was authorized last year for about $3,186,000, sir, 
This would complete the communication and radar center. 

The second item is for the expansion of a pier at an estimated cost 
of $619,000. The existing pier is too short to adequately accom- 
modate even an average ocean-going ship, and many times the ships 
that go in there, Mr. Chairman, have to be turned around so that you 
can work the forward hatches and then turn them around and work 
the aft hatches, plus the fact that the pier is very narrow and furnishes 
a very poor working area. 


HOSPITAL AND DENTAL CLINIC 


The next item is the second increment of the construction of a 
station hospital and dental clinic at estimated cost of $827,000. 

The first increment which was authorized in the fiscal year 1957 
program provides the basic hospital, consisting of a surgical, dressing 
rooms, X-ray rooms, and 10-bed sick bay. 

The second increment includes additional rooms for operating, 
examination and treatment, and increases the total capacity now to 
50 beds. 

The fourth item is for barracks and mess of an estimated cost of 
$45,000. This is to house the 15 communication personnel who are 
assigned to the radar center at Pico del Este, which is about 15 miles 
from the main base. 

The fifth item is for the rehabilitation of a laundry and dry cleaning 
plant. The cost of that is $443,000. The only laundry service now 
available is a laundromat entirely inadequate for the relatively small 
base loading in the past few years. 

We had a careful study made to determine the need, and this is the 
construction of a laundry on the present foundations, utilizing the 
present building as it is there. 

Senator Stennis. All right, the rest of these items seem to be in line. 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir. 


ELECTRIC POWER STATION 


The final item is for electric power substation, at a cost of $197,000. 

Senator Stennis. You have other items on the next page ? 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir; that is the power substation, I believe, sir. 

Senator Srennis. Is that an elaboration? Yes, that is an elabors- 
tion on this hospital. Now we left that one in as I remember. 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir. 

(The justification follows :) 
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AVIATION FACILITIES—OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES 


The next group of aviation facilities projects is the overseas stations in the 
total amount of $39,223,000. There are 10 stations in this group with a total of 
21 line items. All but one of the items is in this year’s authorization bill. 

The first project is at the Naval Station, Argentia, Newfoundland, Canada. It 
includes two line items at the estimated cost of $4,133,000. This is a key station 
for many of the elements of our North Atlantic defense system. It provides 
support for fleet operations, antisubmarine warfare, airborne early warning, sur- 
face barriers aid search and rescue operations, as well as general logistic support 
for certain service craft, occasional support for transient weather vessels and 
emergency repair for Atlantic Fleet surface units. 

Item No. 1 at Argentia is to provide barracks for 1,008 men at an esti- 
mated cost of $3,620,000. All the barracks at Argentia are temporary wooden 
buildings constructed by the U.S. Army in 1942. They were designed for limited 
life. This fact, the shortage of desirable building materials and a dearth of 
skilled labor at the time, resulted in inferior construction. These built-in defi- 
ciencies, and the lack of preventive maintenance measures during World War II 
and the subsequent period when the station was in a reduced status, brought 
the buildings to a deplorable structural condition. In 1955 an effort was made 
to rehabilitate some of these buildings. The barracks on the south side of the 
station were found to be in better condition than the north side barracks and 
were improved to some extent to provide 1,250 enlisted berthing spaces. At 
that time, it was tentatively planned to raze the north side barracks because of 
their deteriorated condition, but the large increase in personnel which resulted 
from the assignment of AEW squadrons to Argentia in 1956, precluded this 
action. These north side barracks, now in even more deplorable condition, will 
be replaced by the proposed new units. This will provide 1,008 spaces in a 
single building. 

The second line item for this station is recreation facilities at the estimated 
eost of $513,000. The existing recreation facilities at this remote station are 
in temporary type wood frame buildings in an area which will be used for 
operational development. These facilities will be utilized not only by the 
military personnel, but also by their dependents. With relatively short sum- 
mers and severe, long winters, the provision of adequate recreation facilities 
will have a tremendous morale-boosting effect. 

Mr. Chairman, the next project is at the Naval Air Station, Atsugi, Japan. 
It will provide runway overlay pavement at an estimated cost of $1,640,000. The 
mission of this station is to maintain and operate facilities to support fleet, air 
transport, and fleet marine force aircraft. The present runway was constructed 
by the Japanese Navy during World War II. When the United States took over 
operation of the station in 1945, the runway consisted of 5,000 feet of poor grade 
concrete, 2 to 3 inches thick, laid on a base of flat, broken stone. We reinforced 
the runway and extended its length to 7,000 feet. Then, in 1954, the runway was 
lengthened an additional 1,000 feet. The average number of landings at this 
field is now 8,000 per month with a high of 12,000 landings reached in a single 
month. Due to this volume of traffic, most of it by the newer, heavier aircraft, 
the poor condition of the runway, especially the original section, has become criti- 
cal. It must be corrected for continued operations. 

Mr. Chairman, the next project is at the Naval Station, Bermuda, to provide 
barracks spaces for 100 enlisted men at an estimated cost of $295,000. The 
mission of this station is to maintain and operate facilities and provide services 
and material to support operations of aviation activities and units of the oper- 
ating forces of the Navy and other assigned activities and units. There are 
five barracks buildings on the station. Two of them are permanent structures 
and the remaining three are temporary wooden buildings built during World 
War II. The three temporary buildings have deteriorated to such an extent 
that they will have to be torn down within a few years. All barracks, both 
permanent and temporary are overcrowded, with almost 1,000 men living in 
spaces intended for only 750. The provision of this item will alleviate the 
overcrowding aspect to a considerable extent. 

The fourth project is in the Philippine Islands, at the Naval Air Station, Cubi 
Point. It will provide a liquid oxygen generator transfer facility at an esti- 
mated cost of $76,000. This station has the mission to provide facilities to 
support regular operations of fleet carriers, reconnaissance and occasional 
operation of antisubmarine attack and transport aircraft. The requirement 
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for breathing oxygen for the pilots and crews of the newer, high-performance 
aircraft is best satisfied by use of liquid oxygen. This facility will not only 
provide for storage and transfer of the liquid oxygen, but it will make Cubij 
Point the only Navy activity in the western Pacific with a manufacturing capa- 
bility, a fact which will permit 7th Fleet carriers, when they tie up to the pier, 
to shut down their machinery long enough to perform necessary maintenance 
and emergency repairs. 

The next project is at Naval Air Station, Ford Island, Oahu, Hawaii, to pro- 
vide modification of pier at an estimated cost of $1,271,000. This project wos 
authorized and approved for funding last year. This pier is required for berth- 
ing Forrestal class carriers in the Pearl Harbor area. There is now no usable 
berth in Pearl Harbor for vessels of this type. This modification will pro- 
vide additional gantry crane tracks, camels, brows and browstands. Dredging 
of the channel to 40 feet depth is also included to provide access to the berth, 

The next project is at the Marine Corps Air Station, Kaneohe Bay, Oahu, 
Hawaii, to provide a liquid oxygen transfer building at an estimated cost of 
$47,000. The mission of this station is to maintain and operate facilites and 
provide services and material to support operations of Marine Corps aviation 
activities and units of the operating forces of the Navy and other assigned ac- 
tivities and units. The requirement is to provide breathing oxygen to the 
pilots and crews of the newer jet aircraft but, unlike the facility proposed 
at Cubi Point, no generating capacity will be provided since the liquid oxygen 
is available from commercial sources in Hawaii. 

The seventh project, having a security classification of secret, is for the 
fleet air detachment, . It includes four line items at the estimated 
cost of $15,730,000, needed to support the airborne early warning system 
of the Atlantic Barrier, as well as to support a patrol squadron and a fleet 
air squadron. The project, as originally included in the authorization pro- 
gram, was for 8 line items for $19 million. In the meanwhile, two changes have 
occurred. The Department of Defense has directed the Navy to accelerate im- 
plementation of the Joint Chiefs of Staff decision to provide this eastward 
extension of the distant early warning system. To do this immediately, we 
propose to utilize authorization for emergency construction granted in section 
203 of Public Law 85-685, in order to proceed with four of the items in the 
amount of $4,730,000—this estimate was recently reduced to $3,660,000. This 
left four AEW No. 5 items in the program for $14,270,000, which, based on re- 
cently received Army Corps of Engineers’ estimates has been revised to $15,- 
730,000. 

Item No. 1 is to provide an operational control and communication center at 
an estimated cost of $245,000. Operational control of the barrier forces, 
as well as evaluation and retransmission of contact reports, will be performed 
in this center. This item consists of the installation of communication equip- 
ment in a 40- by 120-foot space in the existing Navy hangar and the necessary 
structural and electrical modification. Plotting, data processing, display, com- 
munication control, and control switching equipment will be installed in this 
space. 

Item No. 2 provides communication facilities, barracks, and utilities at three 
locations in and at one site in the at a total estimated cost 
of $6,286,000. This item is required to supplement existing inadequate 
communication facilities and to provide reliability required by the Continental 
and North American Air Defense Commands and by the Atlantic Fleet. Facili- 
ties to house personnel at remote sites are also included. This item will pro- 
vide at site No. 1 , & communications building, generator building, gen- 
erator and an emergency bunkroom. At site No. 2 in a com- 
munication building, generator building, generator and barracks and mess 
building are provided. Site No. 3 in and in site No. 4 in will 
have facilities similar to those at site No. 2. 

The third item at is for two readiness hangars at an estimated cost of 
$5,225,000 which are required for preflight readying of aircraft and electronics 
check and for indoor fueling and deicing of the airborne early warning aircraft. 
In addition to the two hangar structures the item will include airfield pavement, 
utilities, and fueling system. 

The fourth and final item is for a 145 man bachelor officers’ quarters at an 
estimated cost of $3,974,000. This item is required to house the officer personnel 
assigned to the U.S. Navy detachment in 
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The next project is for dredging of the harbor to a depth of 40 feet at the 
Naval Air Station, Rota, Spain, at an estimated cost of $5,400,000. The mission 
of this station is to maintain and operate facilities and provide services and 
material to support operations of aviation activities and units of the operating 
forces of the Navy and other assigned activities and units. The location of Rota 
in the southwestern part of Spain, facing the Atlantic Ocean, enables it to serve, 
not only Atlantic Fleet units, but also the 6th Fleet. It is also the POL delivery 
point for U.S. Air Force bases in Spain. While original plans called for at least 
a 40-foot harbor depth to permit its use by our larger carriers and the newer 
tankers, dredging to date has provided for only a 10-meter (approximately 33 
feet) depth. However, all piling under waterfront structures will allow the 
greater depth. 

Mr. Chairman, our ninth air project is at the Naval Station, Roosevelt Roads, 
Puerto Rico. It includes six line items at the estimated cost of $3,579,000. The 
mission of this station is to maintain and operate facilities and provide services 
and material to support operatng forces of the Navy, fleet aviation units assigned 
guided missile programs, guided missile units, patrol, carrier, utility, and other 
assigned units and activities. 

Item No. 1 at Roosevelt Roads is the second increment of the communication 
and radar center at an estimated cost of $1,403,000. The first increment of this 
item was authorized last year in the amount of $3,186,000. This increment will 
complete the permanent facility, which will permit positive control, surveillance 
and communication capability over the entire operations areas. It will provide 
for the safety of all commercial and military ships and aircraft in the area, main- 
tain reliable communication with the Aviation Traffic Control Center, San Juan, 
and with the Air Force missile test center for coordination of the joint use of 
the guided missile range facilities. 

The second line item is for expansion of a pier at an estimated cost of $619,000. 
The buildup of Roosevelt Roads as a base for all types of guided missile training 
has naturally resulted in a huge increase in the volume of equipment, supplies, 
and cargo received by this station. The existing pier is too short to adequately 
accommodate the average ocean-going ship and has many times necessitated the 
turning around of a ship at the pier in order to work all hatches. Also, the 
narrowness of the pier limits full unloading operations and results in the de- 
velopment of frequent bottlenecks. 

The next line item is the second increment for construction of a station hospital 
and dental clinie at an estimated cost of $872,000. The first increment, which 
was authorized in the fiscal year 1957 program, provides the basic hospital, 
consisting of surgical, dressing and X-ray rooms, plus a 10-bed sick bay. This 
second increment includes additional rooms for operating, examination and 
treatment and increases the capacity to a 50-bed hospital. 

The fourth line item is for barracks and mess at the estimated cost of $45,000. 
These facilities are necessary to house 15 personnel who are to be assigned to 
the Communication and Radar Center at Pico del Este, approximately 15 miles 
from the main base. The center must be manned on an around-the-clock basis, 
consequently the personnel must be available at all times for performance of 
surveillance of the missile ranges. 

The fifth item is for the rehabilitation of a laundry and drycleaning plant at 
an estimated cost of $443,000. The only laundry service now available is a 
laundromat setup entirely inadequate even for the relatively small base loading 
of the past few years. With the steady buildup to over 10 times the current base 
loading, there is no possibility that the present service could be expanded to meet 
the needs. An existing building will be rehabilitated and altered to provide an 
adequate facility. 

The final line item at Roosevelt Roads is for an electric power substation at 
an estimated cost of $197,000. The shops, hangars and other facilities for guided 
missiles, as well as the new personnel facilities, place a rapidly increasing demand 
for electrical power which can only be met by the proposed facility. 

The final aviation facilities project, with security classification of secret, 
is at the Naval Air Facility, . It consists of three line items in the 
total amount of $518,000. Although this facility is on a NATO base, the 
United States has a basic requirement to maintain a mining capability. In 
accordance with the NATO agreement the user nation is required to provide the 
support facilities peculiar to its own needs. 

The first item in this project is for a mine assembly and testing facility at 
an estimated cost of $276,000. This will provide facilities for the assembly, 
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testing and storing must be prepositioned at this NATO base for D-day 
requirements. 


The second item will provide barracks with mess at the estimated cost of 
$194,000. No berthing or messing facilties are available for the U.S. Navy 
group of 5 officers and 50 enlisted men will be stationed at . This 
line item will provide berthing spaces for the enlisted and messing facilities 
for both officer and enlisted personnel. 


The final item at is for a bachelor officers’ quarters at an estimated 
cost of $48,000. This will provide quarters for the officers assigned to NAF, 


RUNAWAY EXTENSION AT GUANTANAMO 


Senator Stennis. The next item. 

Admiral Cuew. That is book 2, page 1. 

In the reduction of the fundings of the Rota dredging portion I 
would like to ask permission, Mr. Chairman, to include line items to 
the amount of that reduction. 

Senator Stennis. Yes. 

Admiral Cuew. These are authorized but I would like to include 
them in the funding program in that amount. There are two. 

The first one I mentioned was the runway extension at Guantanamo. 

Senator Stennis. Yes. 


RECREATIONAL FACILITIES AT MAYPORT 


Admiral Cuew. And the second is a group of recreational facilities 
at Mayport, including the normal recreation facilities, outdoor field, 
officers’, chief petty officers’, and enlisted men’s clubs—all of which 
have been previously authorized. 

Senator Stennis. How much does that amount to? 

Admiral Cuew. The total of all of the recreational facilities is 
$1,323,000. 

The actual costs were $138,000 for the hobby shop and bowling 
alleys, that is an indoor recreational facility, petty officers’ mess for 
$389,000. 

The commissioned officers’ mess, $207,000. 

The outdoor recreational facilities which are baseball diamonds, 
courts, and various facilities of that nature, $194,000; and the enlisted 
men’s club for more than 6,000 enlisted men of the lower four pay 
grades, $395,000. 

That is a total of $1,323,000. 

The Guantanamo runway was $5,619,000. That would be a total 
increase of $6,942,000, sir, which is $281,000 less. than the amount we 
withdrew, sir. 

Senator Stennis. All right, put down this item here beginning on 
_ 195; that is for executive session ? 

dmiral Cuew. Yes, sir. 
Senator Stennis. What is your next item, Admiral? 


Suprry FaciLities 


Admiral Curw. Book 2, page 1, Mr. Chairman. The next class of 
facilities, Mr. Chairman, are supply facilities. We have only six 
projects in this class, a total amount of $10,069,000. 

Four of the projects, to cost $12,213,000, are in the continental 


United States, and two, costing $7 million approximately, are over- 
seas. 
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One continental and one oversea project were authorized last year. 
The remaining four porjects are in this year’s approved authoriza- 
tion bill. 


Depot aT BAYONNE, N.J. 


The first project in the program is at the Naval Supply Depot, 
Bayonne, N.J., for alterations within an existing building to provide 
for the installation of electronic data processing machines. 

As a matter of fact, if you will remember, there were three of these. 
This one is at Bayonne, at a cost of $123,000, sir. 

The use of these machines naturally has increased our effectiveness 
of stock control and financial inventory. It is a tool of management. 


MILITARY MEDICAL Suppty AGENCY, BROOKLYN 


The second project is at the Military Medical Supply Agency, 
Brooklyn, and is a counterpart of the first project, sir. 

That is the second of the EDPM, sir, at the Military Medical Sup- 
ply Agency, Brooklyn. 


NAvAL Suprpty Depot, Newport, R.I. 


The next items is to rehabilitate and improve the steam facilities 
at the Naval Supply Depot, Newport, R.I. This item was authori- 
ized last year by Public Law 85-685 in the amount of $2,210,000. 
However, only $333,000 was approved last year for funding. 

This year we are requesting funding approval for the remaining 
work which is estimated at $1,877 ,000. 

The Naval Supply Depot at Newport is one of the two major fleet 
fueling installations on the east coast, with a storage capacity of 
2,750,000 barrels. 

The movement of fuel is by means of steam-driven pumps and then 
steam is also required to heat the product to facilitate the handling. 

Thus the ability of the depot to provide fuel to the fleet is directly 
dependent upon the steam system and its reliability and efficiency. 

The additional funding requested is to rehabilitate the existing 
steam lines, turbines and pumps and to construct one new steam line 
to permit the maximum duu and flexibility of operations. 

enator Stennis. If you say you need it, you are supposed to know. 
Ths is one of your old setups, is it not? It has been there since 
1900? 
Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir; it is pretty badly deteriorated. 
Senator Srennis. The next item. 


San Dieco, CALir., PROJECT 


Admiral Curw. The fourth and last of the continental supply fa- 
cilities is at San Diego for, again, an electronic data processing ma- 
chine, similar to the other two I have just mentioned. 

The fifth project includes only one line item at an estimated cost of 
$3,060,000. ‘This one is classified again, sir, so I would like to skip 
it and return to it in executive session with your permission. 

The next one is also classified. 
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ELecTRONIC DATA-PROCESSING MACHINE, PEARL HARBOR 


There is also an electronic data processing machine at Pearl Harbor 
similar to the other ones I have mentioned. 

Senator Stennis. I know nothing at all about these electronic proc. 
essing machines, but it seems like they are sweeping the country, 
Many of the small corporations use them. 

Admiral Cuew. Many of them do; yes, sir. 

We actually have a mechanical machine doing the work now, sir, 
in the commonly obtained IBM type of machine, which is mechanical. 

But this electronic data processing machine is much quicker, much 
more effective.We actually rent the machines. 


Senator Stennis. You say electronic. Is that related to radar com- 
plex, signals and all? 

Admiral Curw. No, sir; I would say the method of computation 
is electronic multiplication and division which can be done much more 
rapidly than by mechanical means. It is a tool of management and 
an increasingly effective means of amassing and analyzing great reams 
of data that are normally associated with control and issue of stock, 

(The justification follows :) 


Suppty FAci.ities 


Mr. Chairman, the next class of facilities in our program is supply facilities, 
We have 6 projects in this class in the total amount of $10,069,000. Four of the 
projects, to cost $2,213,000 are at continental stations and two, costing $7,856,000 
are overseas. One continental and one oversea projects were authorized last 
year. The remaining 4 projects are in this year’s approved authorization bill. 
The purpose of supply facilities is to provide that material support required by 
the fleet wherever it may operate throughout the world. Supply centers and 
depots are responsible for the timely replenishment of combatant ships and 
mobile support ships wherever deployed, as well as for furnishing material 
requirements to naval installations such as shipyards, operating bases, air 
stations, et cetera. 

The first project in the program is at the Naval Supply Depot, Bayonne, N.J., 
for alterations within an existing building to provide for the installation of elec- 
tronic data processing machine, or EDPM, as it is called, at the estimated cost of 
$123,000. The use of these machines will increase our effectiveness in stock 
eontrol, financial inventory contrvi and related recordkeeping functions of the 
depot. The increased flexibility and speed of this equipment will provide the 
management data required for more responsive and effective supply operations, 
The proposed project will provide for the modification of a 5,400 square feet 
area in an existing building suitable for operation of the rented equipment. The 
work will include installation of new floors, ceilings, partitions, special electrical 
power and lighting and air conditioning. 

The second project is at the Military Medical Supply Agency, Brooklyn, N.Y., 
and is a counterpart of the project I just described for the Naval Supply Depot 
at Bayonne, N.J. It will provide for the modification of a 5,200 square feet area 
in an existing building for an EDPM installation at an estimated cost of $113,000. 

The next item is to rehabilitate and improve steam facilities at the Naval 
Supply Depot, Newport, R.I. This item was authorized last year by Public Law 
85-685 in the amount of $2,210,000. However, only $333,000 was approved for 
funding. This year we are requesting funding approval for the remaining work, 
which is estimated at $1,877,000. 

The Naval Supply Depot at Newport is one of the two major fleet fueling 
installations on the east coast, with a storage capacity of 2,750,000 barrels. The 
movement of fuel is by means of steam driven pumps. Steam is also required to 
heat the product to facilitate handling. Thus, the ability of the depot to provide 


fuel to the fleet is directly dependent upon the steam system and its reliability 
and efficiency. 
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The additional funding requested, is to rehabilitate existing steam lines, tur- 
pines and pumps, and to construct one new steam line to permit maximum 
efficiency and flexibility of operation. 

The fourth and last of the continental supply facilities projects is at the Naval 
Supply Depot, San Diego, Calif. This is also an EDPM project such as I pre- 
viously deseribed. It will provide for the modification of a 4,800 square feet 
area in an existing building for an EDPM installation, costing $100,000. 

The fifth project includes only one line item at an estimated cost of $3,060,000 
to provide fuel storage facilities on the Island of Guam. This project was au- 
thorized and approved for funding last year but we were unable to place it 
under contract. It is still an urgent requirement. It will provide for construc- 
tion of of underground tankage, the necessary pipeline and utilities. 

The final supply facilities project, at the Naval Supply Center, Pearl Harbor, 
.H., consists of two items. 

The first line item is for the conversion of existing underground bunker oil 
storage to urgently required aviation fuel storage at an estimated cost of 
$4,626,000. The present above-ground storage capacity for aviation fuels is 
insufficient to meet the increased requirements in addition to not meeting the 
underground protection criterion. The repositioning of Navy fuel stocks to 
the forward areas will make the existing underground oil tankage at Pearl 
Harbor available for conversion to aviation fuel at a cost far less than that of 
new construction. The line item consists of converting four of the 
underground tanks by cleaning, altering, and installing pipeline and loading 
facilities. 

The second line item is for alterations within an existing building for in- 
stallation of electronic data processing machines, at a cost of $170,000. This 
project is similar to the EDPM projects which I described previously. The 
item calls for the modification of a 5,100 square feet area in an existing building 
suitable for operation of the rented equipment. The work includes installation 
of new floors, ceilings, partitions, special electrical power and lighting and air 
conditioning. 

Mr. Chairman, the next class in our program is Marine Corps facilities. 
With your permission, General Allen will outline the requirements for the 
Marine Corps bases. 


MARINE Corps SUPPLY CENTER, BARSTOW, CALIF. 


Senator Stennis. The next item deals with the Marines. I am 
glad to have you here, General. 

General Arten. I am Brig. Gen. Chester R. Allen, assistant quar- 
termaster general of the Marine Corps. 

Ihave been sworn, Mr. Chairman. 

The first project we have for the Marine Corps portion of this 
appropriation is the Marine Corps Supply Center at Barstow, Calif. 
That 1s the center on the west coast which provides the supply and 
repair of our equipment, that provides for the largest Fleet Marine 
Force units on the west coast and in the Pacific. 

There is one project we have at that area which is for the develop- 
ing of one new water well and the rehabilitation of a second with an 
increasing of the water storage capacity of 500,000 gallons. This is 
at the area known as Yermo that was taken over from the Army. 

The three wells have gotten to the position where one must be 
repaired immediately. The other two wells, with the life that they 
have had in the desert, it is quite probable that if they should have 
an increased load on them, they vont fail. 

Senator Stennis. How far is this from Camp Pendleton ? 

General ALLEN. It is about 125 miles. 

Senator Stennis. Allright, the next item. 
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Marine Base, Camp LEJEuNB, N.C. 


General AtLEN. That is page 18, Mr. Chairman. 

The Marine Corps base, Camp Lejeune, N.C. That base provides 
the logistics and administrative support as well as the housing and 
barracks for one Marine division. 

At this base, we are asking for two items. Assembly and checkout 
pont in the amount of $191,000 and a high explosive magazine of 

5000. 

The assembly and checkout station is a facility that is being pro- 
vided that is related to the atomic capability that the Marine division 
has. It is for a small platoon. It does not carry the fissionable ma- 
terials, but it is only used for testing and assembling weapons and 
weapons systems. 

Senator Stennis. Is thisa ground crew? 

General Auten. Yes, sir; these are ground crews that are trained at 
the Atomic Test Center in order that we have the capability of using 
this type of equipment that is required. 

Senator Stennis. Now, you havestorage. 

General Auten. That is storage. 

Senator Stennis. Let us goto the next item. 


CaMP PENDLETON, CALIF. 


General Auten. That is page 21. The next one is at Camp Pendle- 
ton. There we have Marine barracks at $2,258,000. Camp Pendleton 
is for the same purpose on the west coast to what Camp Lejeune is 
for the east coast. This barracks is a replacement of old barracks that 
were built during the war, emergency type barracks, with fiberboard 
outside and just a frame structure. 

About half of these buildings have been condemned and razed. 
Others require that same treatment. We propose, with the approval 
of this money, when this is built, that these other buildings will be 
torn down and not used any more. We have no further use for them. 
They are not suitable for use at the present time. 

Senator Stennis. General, in your figures here in the box column, 
section 3, personnel, you show a total of 36,552, July 1958. Planned 
at the end of 1960, 26,812. 

General ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. That is a 10,000 reduction. How do you explain 
that? Do you need more barracks in view of the fact that your per- 
sonnel is going down that fast ? 

General ALLEN. It relates to two things, Mr. Chairman, and one is 
the streamlining of the division, making it helicopter transportable, as 
well as some of the supporting units such as artillery units have been 
moved to Twentynine Palms or will be moved to Twentynine Palms 
because of the range limitation. 

Senator Stennis. I have been out at Camp Pendleton. I know you 
need some better buildings out there in some of the areas. But you had 
such a marked reduction. 

General ALLEN. Part of this is related to the reductions we have 
taken ; yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. The next item. 
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MARINE Corps BASE AT TWENTYNINE PALMS 


General Atten. Page 23. The next item is for four projects at the 
Marine Corps Base at Twentynine Palms, out in the desert. 

Senator Stennis. That is page 23? 

General Atten. That is page 23; yes, sir. 

Assembly and checkout structure and the ammunition storage facili- 
ties are ee for that of the requirements stated for Camp Le- 
jeune, N.C. 

One high explosive magazine for $81,000 is to provide facilities 
where there are no facilities now. We are using wooden bunkers and 
the ammunition is stored on the outside. 


REPLACING COOLING SYSTEM 


The other is the replacing of cooling system for $680,000. This 
project, Mr. Chairman, might be referred to as a correction of deficien- 
cies project. When we built this base out here, built of concrete, at 
about $9 a square foot, we felt that because of using concrete roof that 
a single one-stage or one located cooling system would provide the 
necessary cooling. With temperatures outside running up to 150°, we 
found that that was not true. 

This normally, then, could have been considered properly as a main- 
tenance project. We would have used it as a maintenance project ex- 
cept that we have asked in here for funds to provide insulation for the 
roof for which we made a mistake and for ducts —— 

Senator Stennis. You have to keep this temperature down to a cer- 
tain point; is that it? 

General Aten. To get it down within living conditions. At the 
temperatures now, we cannot maintain them under 100° when the 
temperature outside runs 110 and above and they do that frequently 
out in the desert. 

F — Srennis. I thought this was for your ammunition storage 
acility. 

General Atten. No, sir; this is for replacement of cooling system 
in 41 of the barracks. 

Senator Stennis. I see, in your barracks? 

General ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. How many will this take care of ? 

General Auten. This takes care of approximately half of them. 

Senator Stennis. The other half next year? 

General Auten. The other half, because we can maintain the bal- 
ance of this equipment by the spare parts we can salvage. The equip- 
ment is not manufactured any more. We cannot buy spare parts for 
it. We must build the spare parts, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Is this air cooled ? 

General Auten. It is not refrigeration; it is evaporative cooling. 
That concludes the Marine Corps portion. 

Senator Stennis. The Marine Corps ought to set up a big establish- 
ment down in Mississippi where they would not have to do all this 
extra work and where you have plenty of water. 

General Arten. I am sorry I was not here then, Mr. Chairman. 
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WATER LITIGATION 


Senator Stennis. I know your situation at Camp Pendleton where 
you are short of water. 

General AtLEN. We are not short of water, sir, in that respect, 
The shortage of water has been related to litigation that has been 
going on, and, fortunately, we feel that this litigation is at the point 
now where the laws today that control the distribution and ownership 
of water are at such a point now that we are not going to lose our 
rights to the water under the California laws. 

Senator Stennis. Yes, but I saw those fires raging out there in 
Camp Pendleton and you did not have any water to put them out 
with. Lightning would hit the woods there and they were so dry 
that it could set Camp Pendleton afire. 

General Aten. That is the nature of the West, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Is that all you have? 

General Auten. That concludes the Marine Corps portion. 

Senator Stennis. Thank you very much, General Allen. It is nice 
to see youagain. Thenext item. 


ORDNANCE FACILITIES AT INDIAN HEAD, Mp. 


Admiral Curew. Page 30, Mr. Chairman. The ordnance facilities; 
there is only one unclassified project. 

That is to provide facilities for the Explosive Ordnance Disposal 
Technical Center at the Naval Propellant Plant down here at Indian 
Head, Md. 

Senator Stennis. What page is that on? 

Admiral Cuew. Page 30, book 2. 

This center, Mr. Chairman, this Explosive Ordnance Disposal 
Technical Center, is a triservice installation. Its primary mission is 
to provide technical services for all explosive ordnance. 

In the agreement of 1951 the Department of the Navy assumed the 
technical responsibility concerning the explosive ordnance disposal 
including special weapons disposal for the entire Department of 
Defense. 

Senator Stennis. I do not understand that. You say disposal. 
What does this mean ? 

Admiral Cuew. This involves the preparation of technical pam- 
phlets and instructions. Also, a thorough description of each item 
and method of rendering it safe, sir, in order to take care of, for ex- 
ample, an accidental drop. 

Senator Stennis. Are you testifying to this item on page 31? 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir. This center designs disposal tools, special 
devices and things of that nature, and gives training to people, pro- 
vides the pamphlets and know-how to take care and dispose of ordnance 
of all types. 

Senator Stennis. Page 30 says to manufacture, reprocess, rework, 
impact and test propellants and high explosives. 

Admiral Cnew. That is the mission of the Naval Propellant Plant, 
sir. This is the triservice school that is physically located there, 
sir. 

Senator Stennis. All right, the next item. 

(The justification follows :) 
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Admiral Cuew. That completes the ordnance items, the remainder 


are classified. 
ORDNANCE FACILITIES 


The sixth class of facilities in the Navy’s program is ordnance facilities. The 
objective of this portion of our program is to provide and keep modern facilities 
ashore for effective support of the fleet with respcet to conventional and new 
weapons. Introduction of new weapons into the fleet creates requirements for 
new support facilities ashore. In this program we are requesting funding 
approval of six ordnance facilities projects at the total estimated cost of 
$6,351,000. Ail but two of these projects are included in this year’s authorization 
bill. 

The first project, with security classification of secret, is at the naval ammuni- 
tion depot. The estimated cost is $1,236,000. In the fiscal year 1959 military 
construction program, $1,236,000 was authorized for the construction of an ammu- 
nition storage and antisubmarine weapons facility at the naval ammunition 
depot. This was to provide support to vessels overhauled or operating in this 
area that are to be equipped with ASROC weapons. An ammunition storage 
and ASW facility to provide support to vessels in this area remains as a most 
urgent requirement. This requirement can be best fulfilled by the construction 
of a facility at the naval ammunition depot. A request for approval to repro- 
gram this project has been sent to the Armed Services and Appropriations 
Committees of Congress. 

The second project is to provide facilities for the Explosive Ordnance Disposal 
Technical Center, an independent activity physically located at the Naval 
Propellant Plant, Indian Head, Md. The estimated cost of these facilities is 
$972,000. This center is a triservice installation whose primary mission is to 
provide technical services for all explosive ordnance. In a joint Army, Navy, 
Air Force agreement in 1951, the Department of the Navy assumed the technical 
responsibilities concerning explosive ordnance disposal, including special 
weapons disposal, for the entire Department of Defense. This service involves 
the preparation of technical pamphlets and instructions for each item of ex- 
plosive ordnance, detailing its use and composition, technical drawings of each 
component part, a thorough description of each item, and the methods for 
rendering the ordnance safe. The Technical Center is also charged with the 
design of disassembly tools. 

The advent of new weapons, both conventional and nuclear, has caused a 
great increase in the workload of this center. Present facilities are inadequate 
both in respect to safety and use. The new facilities will consist of a technical 
operations building, a fuse stripping building, and a radiation safe storage 
building. A boathouse and dock, a water supply and distribution system, and 
specialized technical equipment are included as part of this project. 

The third project, with security classification of secret, is for POLARIS 
facilities . The mission of these activities is to develop and test POLARIS 
missiles, components, and associated equipment for the fleet ballistic missile 
weapons system. An underwater launcher was constructed in fiscal year 1958. 
Development has progressed to the point where the requirement exists for 
launching live missiles of short thrust duration up to a range of 3 miles. This 
item for $500,000 will provide a concrete pillbox type of building for protection 
of personnel during observation of firing tests. In addition, instrumentation 
ashore and range safety equipment will be powered and installed. 

The other item is a project for $200,000 which will provide for some minor 
additions to the POLARIS test complex. The items are reentry body building, 
addition to assembly building, guidance alinement pads, service structures, 
ground handling equipment storage building, instrumentation and calibration 
facilities in the port area, and cabling modifications. 

The fourth project, with security classification of secret, is at the naval 
weapons station. It is for an antisubmarine weapons building similar to one 
which appears later in the program. The estimated cost is $388,000. The mission 
of this station is to receive, store, prepare, load, assemble, test, inspect, maintain, 
alter, overhaul, issue and segregate mines, underwater ordnance, bomb-type 
munitions, guided missiles, special weapons, torpedoes and rockets and to per- 
form other tasks and functions such as logistic support to other units as di- 
rected. This project will provide the capability for the assembly, maintenance, 
repair and issue of advanced antisubmarine warfare weapons (ASROC). It 
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consists of one building with a nonwall bearing roof, two 12-inch reinforced 
concrete barricades between the missile assembly area and the inert operating 
area, sparkproof floor, blowout roof and walls and humidity and temperature 
control. An anti-intrusion alarm system, security fencing, gatehouse and utili. 
ties are included. 

The fifth project, with security classification of secret, is at the naval ammuni- 
tion depot for an antisubmarine weapons building, at an estimated cost of 
$622,000. The mission of the ammunition depot is to receive, store, segregate, 
maintain, recondition, and issue all types of ammunition, produce bag charge 
ammunition and cartridge case ammunition, assemble and issue mines; receive, 
store, maintain, check-out and issue guided missiles; operate the quality evalu- 
ation laboratory and develop and apply statistical quality evaluation techniques; 
and maintain and operate the special weapons oversea operational storage site. 

This project is similar to the one which I have previously described except for 
the following factors. Standby power and a security room which exist at the 
first site must be provided at a cost of $136,000. The power lines at this site 
can be run on existing poles whereas at the other location underground ducts 
must be provided. In addition the area cost factor is 0.95 versus 1.30. These 
factors account for the $234,000 difference in the cost estimate. 

The final ordnance facilities project, with security classification of secret re. 
stricted data, is for an oversea limited storage site. The estimated cost is 
$2,433,000. In fiscal years 1956 and 1958 a total of $8,618,000 was authorized 
for the construction of ammunition storage facilities. Because of a change 
in logistic considerations this facility is not required and a request is in process 
to reprogram the authority to construct the storage site . This facility 
will provide a quick means of satisfying, to a large extent, Supreme Allied Com- 
manders, Europe/Commander in Chiefs, Europe increasing demands for position- 
ing more nuclear weapons in this theater. It will support Commander in Chief, 
European Atlantic Mediterranean Forces and Commander in Chief, Atlantic 
Fleet requirements and provide additional dispersion. The project consists of 
a weapon maintenance building; an inert warehouse and processing building, 
security fencing, patrol road, anti-intrusiou alarms and lighting. 


SERVICE SCHOOLS 


Admiral Cuew. Turning to the service schools, page 44, there are 
ve peste for a total of $16 million. One is classified and I will 
skip that. 

Two of the projects were authorized last year and the other five 
projects are in this year’s authorization bill. The first project, Mr. 
Chairman, is at the Naval Academy for the replacement and rehabili- 
tation of the underground utility system. That is at an estimated cost 
of $1,025,000. This will provide for the installation of cathodic pro- 
tection for the underground piping, replacing defective salt, fresh and 
hot water systems, and so on. 

May I go off the record for just a second, Mr. Chairman. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Stennis. I remember you had something on this last year. 
This is part of your re-do program. 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. I was impressed the last time I was over there, 
Gentlemen, with the need for more space. You have nowhere to ex- 
pand. I understand you are pumping up some mud out of the river 
and making some land. How is that coming along? 

Admiral Cuew. Very nicely, sir. The whole of that basin at the 
end of Maryland Avenue is now completely filled in. I am not exactly 
sure of the acreage, but I believe by filling the Dewey-Santee Basin 


we will reclaim about 33 acres of land, and by filling of Farragut 
Field another 28 acres. 
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Captain Corrapr. I don’t have the figure here. 
Senator Stennis. Anyway, it is coming along all right and that 
pleases me. The next item. 


NAVAL COMMUNICATION CENTER, CoRRY FIELD 


Admiral Cuew. The second project is at the Naval Communication 
Training Center, Corry Field, Fla. It consists of two line items at 
an estimated cost of $1 million. 

This Communication Training Center is to be relocated from im- 
erial Beach, Calif. The project is for the conversion of an existing 
acility at the inactivated auxiliary air station to provide school and 

logistic support facilities suitable for training a thousand communica- 
tion technicians per year. 

The present training facilities at Imperial Beach have deteriorated 
beyond economical repair and we estimate that there their replacement 
would cost approximately $14 million. 

However, since adequate facilities are available at Corry Field, 
which can be converted economically for this essential need, it will 
preclude the need to expend the $14 million at Imperial Beach. 

The first line item is for the conversion of two small hangars to 
classrooms for $900,000, and the second line item is the conversion of 
an existing training building into a 200-man barracks, at an estimated 
cost of $100,000. 

Senator Stennis. That is a very impressive showing. What are 
these men used for? These men you train ? 

Admiral Cuew. These are communication security people, sir. 
They were originally trained at Imperial Beach and we hope to re- 
locate at Corry Field, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Is Corry Field your main installation there? 

Admiral Curw. No, sir; Corry Field is inactivated now. That is 
why we wanted to relocate and use good permanent facilities that were 
inactivated. 

Senator Stennis. That is where you did not have room for your 
trainers and all? 

Captain Corrapi. Corry Field was an auxiliary air station to Pen- 
sacola. It is very close in to the city and there is limited air space. 

Senator Srennis. I have been over that in a helicopter. The next 
item, page 49. 


GREAT LAKES NAVAL TRAINING STATION, ILL. 


Admiral Curw. Yes, sir; that is the Naval Training Station, Great 
Lakes, Ill., consisting of two line items estimated to cost $4,712,000. 

This training center provides the basic indoctrination, the recruit 
training for enlisted personnel, primary, advanced, and specialized 
training for officer and enlisted personnel in the regular Navy and 
the Reserve. 

Senator Stennis. I remember about that, but why do you have to 


have this much new money now? You say here it is going to cost you 
$32 million. 


NEW BARRACKS 


Admiral Cuew. The first one will provide three new barracks 
where we get our original input of enlisted men in the Navy. 
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This line item continues the orderly replacement—this is a replace- 
ment item, sir—of substandard temporary barracks, messing spaces 
and training facilities for recruiting. ; 

The present facilities have a capacity for 10,220 recruits and 634 
staff personnel, a deficiency of 4,900 approximately. 

Senator Stennis. My point is that as short as you are in money 
and the way you have been cutting back, to put $414 million in one 
—_ for replacing something that already exists, that is a heavy 

ose for you to take, it is not ? 

Admiral Cuew. I think that when you take a recruit and his first 
view of the Navy is in substandard barracks that a great many people 
have commented upon, they are not only firetraps, but they are dan- 
gerous, you certainly do not imbue him with the finest traditions of 
the naval service, to begin his naval career in a substandard atmos- 

here. 
F This is an orderly replacement program for recruit training, sir. 

Senator Srennis. I know there is something in what you say, but 
you are not going to make a worthy Navy man out of him just be- 
cause you have a nice place for him to stay in. 

Admiral Cuew. Actually they goa little further thanthat. I think 
they are unsafe. 

enietie Stennis. Well, that is a different question. If the place is 
clean it does not have to have all the frills for him to like the Navy. 
If the spirit is good elsewhere, he gets the right inspiration. 

Admiral Cuew. Actually, the funds for the first recruit camp were 
provided in 1957 and 1958. This is an overall program. 

Senator Stennis. The next item? 

Admiral Cuew. The second line item is the alteration—— 

Senator Stennis. Yes, I have already looked at that. 


ARMED Forces Starr CoLLece, NORFOLK, VA. 


Admiral Cuew. Page 54, Mr. Chairman. 

This project is for the academic and administration building at the 
Armed Forces Staff College in Norfolk, Va., at an estimated cost of 
$4,643,000. 

Senator Stennis. You skipped one. 

Admiral Cuew. That is classified. We will come back to that in 
executive session. 

This was authorized last year but was not approved for funding. 

With the recent changes in organization of the Defense Department 
and the increased emphasis on joint and combined staffs, we feel that 
this project is of vital importance and that further delay will have a 
direct effect upon our military efficiency. 

Prior to submission of this project last year, we examined over 25 
ween alternate sites, none of which would meet the criteria. Since 

ast year we have examined about 10 additional alternate sites and 


have been unable to find another suitable location that would satisfy 
our requirements, that is for any less money. 

Therefore, we now feel that further search would only result in 
additional administrative expenditures and delays. We must replace 
the facilities which were converted to this use in 1946 from a tempo- 
rary World War II Naval Receiving Station. That is the present 
building that is now used in the Armed Forces Staff College, sir. 
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We have gone to Stewart Air Force Base in New York, and have 
examined numerous other facilities but have been unable to find any- 
thing that would meet the requirement as efficiently as would the 
present location, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Now let me ask you a question. Does this move 
grow out of the new authorization bill of last year? I mean this new 
authorization. Did it authorize the further consolidation, give the 
Secretary of Defense more power ? 

Admiral Cuew. That has always been a joint college since its 
founding, as the Armed Forces Staff College. It has always been a 
tri-service facility. 

Admiral Ensry. It was set up at the time of the so-called merger 
discussions in order to get the younger officers together in their more 
formative years and give them an academic atmosphere where they 
could comingle in learning staff functions and procedures. It was 
designed for that precise purpose. 

Senator Srennis. Is this a new location and a new start? 


BUILDING RBEPLACEMENT 


Admiral Cuew. No, sir; this is the present location. It is alread 
in Norfolk. This is the replacement of the present building which 
was actually a receiving station of, I would say, semipermanent-type 
construction. 

Senator Stennis. You have only $4 million invested there? 

Admiral Cuew. That is correct, sir. 

Senator Srennis. This building, will replace the substandard 
building? 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Do you have to put up all the money? Is this 
$4.6 million charged to you? 

Admiral Curw. This is an assignment by the Department of De- 
fense, I should say similar to the National War College, which is the 
responsibility of the Army. 

Senator Stennis. The next item. 


NAVAL STATION, NORFOLK, VA. 


Admiral Curew. The next item is at the Naval Station, Norfolk, 
Va., for the acquisition of 37 acres of land at a cost of $81,000. 

The project provides for the acquisition of private lands which 
have been on lease and developed by the Navy since 1942 as fleet rec- 
reation areas. The Navy has invested about $615,000 in improve- 
ments in the form of handball courts, softball diamonds and so on, 
and the conditions of the lease provide for an annual rental of 
$2,960.76, with an option to purchase all or any part within a 10-year 
period from June 30, 1951, at a cost of $2,000 per acre. 

The purchase of this land must be completed prior to the end of 
co fiscal year 1961 if the Navy is to exercise its option to acquire the 
and. 

In other words, we are protecting our investment of $615,000 that 
we have already put in that. 

Senator Stennis. The next item. 
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NAVAL TRAINING CENTER, SAN DIEGo, CALIF. 


Admiral Cuew. That is page 58, Mr. Chairman. This consists of 
two line items at Naval Training Center, San Diego, for $4,343,000, 
This is the West Coast Training Center. It has the same mission as 
our midcontinent training center at Great Lakes. 

The first line item estimated at $4,199,000 will provide additional 
facilities for an increased training load at the existing communica- 
tion school, sir. It was authorized last year but was not approved 
for funding. 

Probably we did not explain clearly the difference between this 
school and the school now at Imperial Beach which we are proposing 
to relocate to Corry Field. The two schools perform different 
functions. 

This school at San Diego provides maintenance training for our 
operators of radio equipment. An increase in the training load is 
required because of the acute shortage in that field and the ever-in- 
creasing use of radio equipment, as you well know, sir. 

The second item in this project is for the relocation of an electrical 
service entrance to the training center. 

Here again, this is almost a safety item to repair substandard elec- 
trical distribution systems. 

Senator Stennis. Again on this school, you have an item here of 
over $4 million where you do have some facilities, although it is not 
what you want and not what you need. You are electing in a way to 
forego other needs that are outside the budget requested and use $4 
million on it? 

Admiral Cuew. I think it can best be explained by the critical need ‘ 


of radiomen. It was brought to light again in the Lebanon crisis and 
in the Formosa activities. 

Radioman, unfortunately, is not a very exciting grade and the train- 
ing requirements are heavy. 

Senator Stennis. Yes, and they do not stay with you. 

Admiral Cuew. That is one of our problems, sir. 


NEED FOR SPECIAL PAY CATEGORIES 


Senator Stennis. That is another reason I said yesterday that as 
a layman I believe you are going to have to come to more and more 
special pay categories. The old military pattern that applied so long, 

do not believe is fitted to these modern conditions. Vn just have 
to have some specialties and technicians and so forth. You must have 
a special pay scale and other things, too, that will induce them to stay 
with you. 

Admiral Cuew. I think, too, it is quite a command and morale 
problem. I think it has been given very careful attention. Unfortu- 
nately, it does not help us in the training of our operators which we 
will need vitally. 

Senator Stennis. All right. I have heard some of these young 
fellows say it is a mighty dry setup, after the newness wears off. 

(The justification follows :) 


ServicE ScHooL. FAcILitics 


Our Bureau of Naval Personnel sponsors service school facilities, the seventh 
class of facilities in the Navy’s program. It consists of seven projects at conti- 
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nental stations at the total estimated cost of $16,341,000. One of the projects is 
classified. Two projects were authorized last year and the other five projects are 
in this year’s authorization bill. The primary need for these projects is to 
support the training of naval personnel in various aspects of naval operations. 

The first project, Mr. Chairman, is at the Naval Academy, Annapolis, Md., 
for replacement and rehabilitation of the underground utility systems at the 
estimated cost of $1,025,000. This will provide for the installation of cathodic 
protection for underground piping; replacement of defective salt, fresh, and hot 
water systems with a fresh water system; modification of’ the water treatment 
plant; replacement: of defective steam lines; and installation of a new street 
lighting system. The present underground utility systems have seriously deteri- 
orated due to age, lack of cathodic protection, improper pipe material, and the 
aggressive characteristics of the water. These archaic utility systems cannot 
now meet the service requirements due to the increased load placed on the 
systems without a corresponding increase in capacity. Frequent failures of the 
system have been experienced. The completion of this line item will insure 
the effective and reliable vital utility services upon which the very operational 
existence of the Naval Academy depends. 

The second project in this class is at the Naval Communication Training 
Center, Corry Field, Pensacola, Fla. It consists of two line items at an esti- 
mated cost of $1 million. This communication training center is to be relocated 
from Imperial Beach, Calif. Its mission is to provide training for selected 
officer and enlisted personnel in order to prepare them for early usefulness in 
their designated communication specialty and rating. The project is for the 
conversion of existing facilities at the inactivated auxiliary air station to pro- 
vide school and logistic support facilities suitable for training 1,000 communica- 
tion technicians per year. The present training facilities at Imperial Beach 
have deteriorated beyond economical repair. We estimate that their replace- 
ment would cost approximately $14 million. However, since adequate facilities 
are available at Corry Field which can be converted economically for this 
essential need, it will preclude the need to expend the $14 at Imperial Beach. 

The first line item is for conversion of two small hangars to classrooms at an 
estimated cost of $900,000. We plan to subdivide two hangars into classrooms 
and further modify the buildings as necessary to provide facilities for other 
instruction. 

The second line item is for conversion of an existing training building into a 
200-man barracks at an estimated cost of $100,000. This conversion, together 
with existing berthing space, will satisfy the berthing requirements for the 
communication training center. 

Project No. 3, gentlemen, is at the Naval Training Center, Great Lakes, IIl., 
consisting of two line items at an estimated cost of $4,712,000. This training 
center provides basic indoctrination—recruit training—for enlisted personnel 
and primary, advanced and specialized training for officer and enlisted person- 
nel of the Regular Navy and the Naval Reserve. 

The first line item of the project will provide three new barracks at an 
estimated cost of $4,442,000. Each barracks building will accommodate a 
720-man battalion composed of 12 recruit companies of 60 men each. Each 
building will be three stories in the form of a block “8” with four dormitories 
on each floor. This line item continues the orderly replacement of substand- 
ard, temporary barracks spaces, messing, and training facilities for recruit 
training. The present facilities have capacity for only 10,220 recruits and 
634 staff personnel—a deficiency of 4,916. The entire program provides for 
the construction of three permanent recruit camps, replacing existing tem- 
porary buildings which are in an advanced state of deterioration, are sub- 
standard, and are not of the proper type for peacetime training purposes. 
Funds for the first new recruit camp were provided in the fiscal years 1957 
and 1958 programs. 

The second line item provides for alterations to an electrical substation 
at an estimated cost of $270,000. This item provides for new switchgear, 
buses, cable duct work, cables, fencing, and other accessory equipment to re- 
place that now existing and to increase the capacity to accommodate antici- 
pated loads imposed by new construction. This substation serves the main side 
of the naval training center which includes the service school command, the 
administrative activities of the naval training center, logistic facilities of 
the administrative command, including utilities, maintenance shops, infirmary 
and cold storage plant, headquarters of the Ninth Naval District, family quar- 
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ters, bachelor officers’ quarters, and many other activities. Existing sup. 
station switchgear was installed in 1941. Due to the method of installation 
of the switchgear, under wartime conditions, and the hazardous arrangement 
of the buses behind the switchboard, maintenance of the gear cannot now be, 
nor has it ever been accomplished. To accomplish maintenance of the gear 
would require de-energizing the buses, resulting in a complete outage op 
the main side of the station. The gear is now in very poor condition and is 
unreliable. Total replacement of switchgear, buses, and cable trench, all within 
the existing substation building, is required. 

The fourth project, with security classification of “confidential,” provides 
for the completion of the submarine fleet ballistic missile team trainer facility 

, at an estimated cost of $537,000. It is for the second and final increment 
of the building for which the first increment was approved last year. It will con- 
sist of a three-story addition to the two-story portion now under construction, 
The addition will house four navigation trainers, model deck, tactical displey 
rooms, computer spaces, workshops, and classrooms. This project is urgently re- 
quired to support the concept of two crews for each FBM submarine in order 
to maintain the maximum number of FBM submarines at sea for the following 
reasons: 

(a) To provide POLARIS missile team training in one location in preparation 
for deployment. This is particularly important because of the low experience 
level that can be expected in the submarine force as the full demands for quali- 
fied submarine personnel for the FBM program ar2 met. 

(b) To provide modern pro-submarine and diving control facilities for the 
basic, refresher, and team training for FBM and nuclear submarine crews. 

The fifth project is for an academic and administration building at the 
Armed Forces Staff College, Norfolk, Va., at an estimated cost of $4,643,000, 
The mission of this school is to educate selected officers of all services in joint 
and combined operations. It was authorized last year but was not approved 
for funding. Gentlemen, with the recent changes in organization of the Defense 
Department, and the increased emphasis on joint and combined staffs, we feel 
that this project is of vital importance, and that further delays will have a direct 
effect on our military efficiency. Prior to submission of this project last year 
we examined over 25 possible alternate sites, none of which would meet our 
criteria. Since last year, we have examined about 10 additional alternate 
sites and have been unable to find another suitable location that will satisfy 
our requirement for less money. Therefore, we now feel that further search 
will only result in additional administrative expenditures and further delays. 
We must replace the facilities which were converted to this use in 1946 from a 
temporary World War II naval receiving station. 

The next project, Mr. Chairman, is at the Naval Station, Norfolk, Va., for the 
acquisition of 37.01 acres of land at a cost of $81,000. The mission of the naval 
station is to provide in-port services for the operating forces and logistic sup- 
port for dependent activities in the vicinity. This project provides for the acqui- 
sition of private land which has been on lease and developed by the Navy since 
1942 as a fleet recreation park. The Navy has invested about $615,000 in im- 
provements in the form of handball courts, softball diamonds, tennis courts, 
indoor and outdoor pavilions, picnic grounds, barbecue pits, a Navy exchange, and 
a social center. Conditions of the lease provide for an annual rental of $2,960.76 
with the option to purchase all or any part within a 10-year period from June 30, 
1951, at a cost of $2,000 per acre. The purchase of this land must be completed 
prior to the end of fiscal year 1961 if the Navy is to exercise its option to acquire 
this land. 

The last project in this class consists of two-line items at the Naval Training 
Center, San Diego, Calif., for $4,343,00. This west coast training center has the 
same mission as our midcontinent training center at Great Lakes. 

The first line item, estimated at $4,199.000 will provide additional facilities for 
an incressed training load at the existing communication school. It was au- 
thorized last year but was not approved for funding. Probably we did itt ex- 
plain clearly the difference between this school and the school now at Imperial 
Beach which we are proposing to relocate at Corry Field. The two schools per- 
form different functions. This schvol at San Diego provides maintenance train- 
ing for our operators of radio equipment. An increase in the training load is 
required because of the acute shortage of electronic technicians, and an ever- 





sub- 
ition 
ment 
v be, 
gear 
P On 
1d is 
ithin 


vides 
‘ility 
ment 

con- 
‘tion, 
splay 
ly re- 
order 
wing 


ation 
ience 
juali- 


r the 


> the 
3,000. 
joint 
‘oved 
fense 
' feel 
lirect 
year 
t our 
rnate 
itisfy 
parch 
lays. 
‘om a 


yr the 
naval 
. SUp- 
vequi- 
since 
n im- 
ourts, 
>», and 
160.76 
ne 30, 
yleted 
“quire 


Lining 
is the 


es for 
iS au: 
ot ex- 
perial 
S per- 
train- 
vad is 
ever- 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION APPROPRIATIONS, 196 279 


increasing use of radio equipment and the adverse reenlistment rate for radiomen 
due to the “dead-end” problem in the rating. 

The second line item in this project is for relocation of the electrical service 
entrance to the training center at an estimated cost of $144,000. The greater 
portion of the electrical distribution system was constructed during World War II 
in accordance with wartime loading standards, and with wartime equipment 
which is now obsolescent. Consequently, some of the existing switching equip- 
ment is dangerously underrated for the voltage and interrupting duties imposed 
upon them. The relocation of the service entrance is needed because the service 
center has grown away from the location of the present service entrance. This 
bas resulted in above normal voltage drops and transmission losses. 


NATIONAL NAVAL MEDICAL CENTER, BETHESDA, Mp. 


Senator Stennis. Next item. 

Admiral Cuew. That is page 61, Mr. Chairman. 

These are the medical facilities, Mr. Chairman. The first project 
is for the replacement of the hospital facilities at the National Naval 
Medical Center, Bethesda, at a cost of $7,788,000. 

This project was authorized last year. It was not approved for 
funding at that time, chiefly because there were unresolved differences 
on planning aspects of the facility between the Navy and the Bureau 
of the Budget. 

The problems have been resolved and the planning is now progress- 
ing satisfactorily.. The buildings to be replaced are obsolescent, 
temporary wooden structures, extensively infested with termites. 

The buildings are also a serious fire hazard, having an estimated 
burning time of eleven minutes. 

The new facilities are essential in order that a modern hospital 
treatment facility may be provided. 

(Off the record.) 

Senator Stennis. Are those the wooden facilities out at Bethesda? 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir. This is purely a replacement of sub- 
standard, temporary structures. 
wens Stennis. On page 62 you say two-wing building addition, 

900,000. 

Captain Corrapt. That pertains to the addition, Mr. Chairman. It 
is proposed to put one on one side of the main structure and the 
second wing on the other side to balance out the overall plan. They 
are really extensions of the present building. 

Senator Stennis. This will be of a quality in keeping with the 
present main tower building ? 

Captain Corrapr. Yes, sir; it is intended to extend the permanent 
portion of the hospital, including the spaces. The actual building 
materials will not be exactly the same, but they will be made to 
harmonize with those in existence today. 

Senator Srennis. You say some of it is for facilities. You say 
outpatients clinical facilities. How much of this dollar amount here 
is for facilities? 

Captain Corrapt. That breakdown of facilities is merely to indicate 
the use to which the new space will be made. We have not broken 
it out as to cost other than to give you the unit cost on the breakdown 
estimate. 

Senator Stennis. The total cost of this item is $7.7 million. Any- 
thing else you wish to say on that? Next item, please. 
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Admiral Cuew. That is page 63. This is at the Naval Medica} 
Research Laboratory, at the Wiksiestes Base, New London. 'This 
line item provides for alterations to an existing building now vacant 
and is the second and final increment of construction to provide perma. 
nent facilities for the Naval Medical Research Laboratory. 

The first increment provided for the construction of a new building 
and remodeling of an older one. It was authorized and approved fo; 
funding in the fiscal year 1957-— 

Senator Stennis. I think that is sufficient. 

(The justification follows :) 


MEDICAL FACILITIES 


Mr. Chairman, we have two projects in the class of medical facilities at the 
total cost of $7,863,000. 

The first project is for the replacement of hospital facilities at the National 
Naval Medical Center, Bethesda, Md., at the estimated cost of $7,788,000. This 
project was authorized last year. It was not approved for funding at that 
time chiefly because there were unresolved diflerences on planning aspects of 
the facility between the Navy and the Bureau of the Budget. The problems 
have been resolved and the planning is now progressing satisfactorily. The 
buildings to be replaced are obsolete, temporary wooden structures, extensively 
infested with termites. The buildings are also a serious fire hazard, having an 
estimated burning time of 11 minutes. The new facilities are essential in order 
that modern hospital treatment may be provided. 

The second project consists of one line item at the Naval Medical Research 
Laboratory at the Submarine Base, New London, Conn., at the total estimated 
cost of $75,000. It is included in this year’s authorization bill. 

The mission of the Medical Research Laboratory is to conduct medical re- 
search and development on problems peculiar to shipboard, submarine, and 
diving medicine. 

This line item provides for alterations to an existing building, now vacant, 
and is the second and final increment of construction to provide permi:nent 
facilities for the Naval Medical Research Laboratory. The first increment pro- 
vided for the construction of a new building and remodeling of an older one. 
It was authorized and approved for funding in fiscal year 1956 and is now 
completed. The second increment will provide facilities for the Human Factors 
Engineering Branch and the completion of development of laboratory space in 
a brick and tile building formerly used as a barracks. These functions are 
now performed in a temporary wooden building constructed in 1942, subsequently 
damaged by fire, and condemned in 1947. The floors are weak and unstable, 
making testing and calibration of sensitive laboratory instruments difficult. 
Low deck load weight limits have been set because of the weakness of the 
supporting beams. 

COMMUNICATION FACILITIES 


Admiral Cuew. The next class of facility, Mr. Chairman, is our 
communications, page 65. 

Senator Stennis. Suppose you just adopt the explanation here on 
page 66 on that first item and let us proceed. 


BuskKIN LAKE 


Admiral Cuew. The first project is at Buskin Lake, sir, for trans- 
mitting antennas at estimated cost of $84,000. 

Senator Stennis. I have already reviewed that. The record covers 
that; the next item is book 2, pages 67 and 68; the explanation there I 
think covers it. Let us move along a little faster on those kinds of 
items. 


What about page 69? Additional communication facilities, $1.7 
million. 
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Admiral Cuew. This is $1,781,000 for increased facilities at Norfolk 
to support the Supreme Allied Commander Atlantic; Commander in 
Chief, Atlantic; Commander in Chief, U. S. Atlantic Fleet, and type 
commanders; and activities of the Naval Shore Establishment as 
required. 

The additional facilities are needed to satisfy the greatly increased 
communication operational requirements imposed upon this highly 
strategic area. 

Specifically, the increased functions require installation of addi- 
tional equipment, additional antennas and modification of existing 
antennas and building spaces, sir. This is essentially an expansion 
area to meet increased operational requirements in the Norfolk area. 

Senator Stennis. What does that mean, communications around the 
world? Is this part of your signals and all? 

Admiral Cuzw. To communicate with the ships at sea; yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Well, it certainly is essential to have that. 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. The next item. 


NAvAL RaApio RESEARCH STATION, SUGAR GROVE, W. VA. 


Admiral Cuew. That is page 71, Mr. Chairman. This is for con- 
struction of 12 line items at the Naval Radio Research Station, Sugar 
Grove, W. Va., at a total cost of $3,957,000. 

Construction of 12 line items in this project is being programed in 
phase with the overall development plans of the station. 

The first is for maintenance shops which I think need very little 
explanation. 

DISPENSARY 


The second is for a dispensary at $122,000. It provides a small five- 
bed dispensary and facilities for medical and dental care at a very 
isolated station located 38 miles from the nearest community away 
over a mountain road which could be very easily impassable in winter 
weather. There are no other facilities there. 

Senator Stennis. Yes, I know. 

Admiral Cuew. The third will provide for the administration 
building at a total of $213,000. 

The fourth line item for enlisted men’s barracks for $465,000. These 
barracks include space for 60 bachelor chief petty officers. 

The fifth line item for the Marine barracks at a cost of $110,000. 

Senator Stennis. Why do you have Marines out there? 

Admiral Cuew. Because of the very necessary security regulations. 

Senator Stennis. That is all right. Mess hall? 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir; fire station, Navy exchange, and commis- 
sary, general warehouse, and a recreation building. 

Senator Srennis. What kind of recreation building do you have? 

Admiral Curew. An indoor recreation area having all-purpose gym, 
bowling alleys and enlisted men’s club, a library, educational center, 
classrooms, hobby shops and an office. 

Senator Stennis. Do you have a chapel out there? 

Admiral CHew. We have no chapel yet, sir. 

Senator Stennis. I was going to say I bet you do not have any. 

Admiral Cuew. No, sir. 
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Captain Corrapt. Before we leave that item, I would like to cor. 
rect for the record an error on page 79 of book II. Although the 
BOQ is described as a 75-man BOQ, in the brief description toward 
the left-hand side there is the number 50. 

There where it says “this is a modified standard design 50-room 
tee-shaped building,” it should read “75-room.” 

Senator Stennis You have all the evidence here that you are not 
planning to reduce the number of men out there because you are put- 
oe > bo these buildings, administration buildings, barracks, mess 

all, ; 

Admiral Cuew. Actually, Mr. Chairman, these are the first build- 
ings that have been erected out there. The original effort was for 
the facilities themselves and the big cost is for these facilities. These 
are the support facilities necessary for the people who have to run 
the place. 

ESTIMATED COST OF CHAPEL 


Senator Stennis. How much would a chapel cost? 

Admiral CHew. $210,000. 

Senator Stennis. Is that your standard price or average price for 
a small one? 

Captain Corraprt. They run $400,000 in Pensacola, but this one is 
$210,000 for this size facility. 

Senator Stennis. Will that be in next year’s program ? 

Admiral Cuew. We hope to have it in a subsequent program, sir. 

Senator Stennis. You do not object to putting it in now? 

Admiral Cuew. No, sir. 

Senator Stennis. The next item, please? 


Nava Rapro Station, WASHINGTON COUNTY, MAINE 


Admiral Crew. The next project is for construction of six line 
items at the Naval Radio Station, Washington County, Maine, in the 
amount of $3,179,000. 

The principal mission of this station is to provide the very low 
frequency transmitting facilities to support the operation of subma- 
rine and surface forces and special communications in the North 
Atlantic area. 

The first line item is for high frequency radio transmitting facili- 
ties at an estimated cost of $1,766,000. The requirement for this item, 
as I mentioned, was primarily low frequency, is for the backup in 
the strategic need to provide a high-power, high-frequency radio 
transmitting facility to be operated in conjunction with the very low 
frequency facilities now under construction. 

That is in order to insure reception of all messages by all fleet 
operating units. 

The second item is for maintenance shops. 

The third is for a warehouse and commissary. 

The fourth is for a multipurpose building at an estimated cost of 
$624,000. This building will provide space for an administration 
office, a mess, dispensary, exchange, barracks for 61 men, and recrea- 
tional facility, all combined in one building, sir. 

= Srennis. What is your maintenance shop, to maintain 
what 
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Admiral Cuew. It is a one-story building and the requirement for 
this item is the provision for adequate maintenance of the public 
works. ‘ 

In other words, you have to maintain your antennas, vehicle main- 
tenance facilities required for the logistic support of this very re- 
motely located station, the general maintenance of the antenna system, 
buildings, utilities, and automotive equipment. 

I mentioned the warehouse and commissary, the multipurpose 
building. 

The mn one would be the fire station for the protection of the 
station. Then the securities facilities at a cost of $140,000. 

The functional military requirement for this item is the provision 
of adequate security facilities required for the protection of such a 
strategic station. 

This, by the way, Mr. Chairman, completes the development of the 
station at Washington County, Maine. 

Senator Stennis. All right. Go to your next item. 


Rapro STATION, WINTER HARBOR, MAINE 


Admiral Cuew. The next project is the radio station, Winter 
Harbor, Maine. This is for provision of barracks at an estimated cost 
of $271,000. This is a security group station and not, as we consider 
it, a radio station per se. The project will replace five temporary 
quonset barracks which are unsuitable for an area that has as rigorous 
a winter season as Winter Harbor, Maine. 

The facility will be 110-man capacity barracks consisting of two 
stories and a basement which will include space for an enlisted men’s 
day room, CPO day room, laundry, office, storage space and armory, 
a general purpose barracks. 


NAVAL SECURITY GROUP, ISTANBUL, TURKEY 


The next project is at the naval security group, Istanbul, Turkey, 
page 95, at a total estimated cost of $320,000. 

This project was authorized by Public Law 85-241 in the amount of 
$130,000 of which $55,000 was for the operations building and $75,000 
for a 39-man barracks with mess. 

The original project was to replace the existing operations building, 
¥o" in eae to obtain better communication coverage, the site has been 
changed. 

The original estimate was low because it was made on an assumption 
that an indigenous contractor would be used. 

The Army Corps of Engineers, which will accomplish this work 
have provided the current estimate of $320,000. Additional authori- 
zation is contained in the current authorization bill to provide for the 
required increase of $117,000 for the operations building and $73,000 
for the barracks. 

Senator Stennis. The next project. 


AIRCONDITIONING PROJECT, KARAMURSEL, TURKEY 


Admiral Cuew. The next oversea project is at Karamursel, Turkey, 
a naval security group activity and for provision of air-conditioning 
at an estimated cost of $105,000. 
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This activity is similar to the other security group activities that 
I mentioned previously. The item will provide 120-ton-per-hour air- 
conditioning plant required to control humidity and temperature in 
the terminal and receiver buildings. ; 

This plant will prevent heat and humidity from causing rapid 
deterioration of the electronics equipment, will decrease casualties, 
and will permit components to attain their maximum effectiveness, 
It is not for the personnel; it is for the equipment. 

Senator Srennis. You are not going to prohibit the personnel 
from gefting in the way of some of this air-conditioning ? 

Admiral Samer No, sir; bonus benefit. 

Senator Stennis. I have been out there, not this particular place, 
and I know how hot it gets. 


BARRACKS, LONDONDERRY, NoRTH IRELAND 


Admiral Cuew. The next project is at Londonderry, North Ireland. 
It provides barracks with mess at a cost of $267,000. This facility 
operates the remote radio transmitting, receiving and communications 
center facilities for the naval communications facility in London and 
the project is for construction of a 94-man barracks building with a 
galley and mess adjoining. 

It is required to replace the substandard quonset huts and to provide 
Pe ester tv hi and messing facilities at this strategic station. 


Senator Stennis. I think the best American food I ever ate was 
in Turkey when I went toan Air Force installation. They had Amer- 
ican icecream. They had a little unit over there that made it. They 
had canned beans, and other food from America. I had been away 


from home 6 weeks. 

All right, I know something about the installation there in Turkey. 
You had gone on to Londonderry, North Ireland. I realize I was 
not catching all you said. You have just a barracks building. 

Admiral Cuew. This is a barracks building. This is to replace 
the quonset huts at the communication station. 

Senator Stennis. The next item? 


Rapro Station, LUALUALEI, Hawa 


Admiral Curew. Page 102. It is a naval radio station, Lualualei in 
Hawaii. It provides ground drainage facilities at a cost of $781,000. 

Senator Stennis. That seems like a lot of money to spend for some 
drainage ditches. 

Admiral Cuew. Incidentally, this has been coordinated with the 
local authorities and the lack of effective ground drainage actually 
threatens the communication capability by failing to protect the 
operational equipment. 

I am sorry, sir, I have pictures showing the flooding that can take 
place and ground out our communication station, which is one of the 
main links to the Pacific fleet. 

As I say, this project has been coordinated with the local authorities. 

Senator Stennis. Allright. The next item. 


Rapio DIRECTION FINDER, OKINAWA 


Admiral Cuew. Page 104. This is at Okinawa for a radio direction 
finder facility at a cost of $2,038,000. 
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Senator Stennis. This is some more of your communications, is it 
ot? aes a eee a : 
Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir. This is a little different. This is a radio 
direction finding and information collection, sir. It is a direction 
finder antenna, sir. : ara 
Senator Stennis. It must be a mighty expensive installation. 
Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir; and a very vital one. 
Senator Stennis. What is it? 
Admiral Cuew. It is a form of antenna with associated building, 
sir. 
Senator Stennis. The next item. 


Rapro Station, SABANA SEcA, PuERTO Rico 


Admiral Curew. Page 106. This is at the naval radio station, Sa- 
bana Seca, Puerto Rico, for standby generator, at cost of $86,000. 
Senator Stennis. The next item. 


Rapio STATION, WAHIAWA 


Admiral Cuew. Page 108. Naval radio station at Wahiawa, to 
provide a sewage treatment plant at cost of $274,000. This is an 
imperative need to remove a serious hazard to health of personnel 
at the radio station and of the adjacent civilian community by abat- 
ing a nuisance and providing safe and efficient sewage disposal. 


WORLDWIDE COMMUNICATIONS SYSTEM 


Senator Stennis. This is part of your worldwide communications 
system, is that right ? 


Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Most of the items you have had in the last sev- 
eral pages have been part of your communication system worldwide? 

Admiral Curw. Yes, sir. They are not necessarily point-to-point 
communications, but they are part of the overall communication sys- 
tem ; yes, sir. 


Senator Stennis. Do they play a part in transmitting messages to 
the ships ? 


Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir; or collecting information, security infor- 
mation. 


(The justification follows :) 


COMMUNICATION FACILITIES 


The next group of projects in our program, Mr. Chairman, is class 9, com- 
munication facilities. Included in this group are six continental projects and 
seven overseas projects in the total amount of $13,183,000. The purpose of this 
class of facilities is to provide reliable, secure and rapid communications for 
control of the operating forces; to perform security functions; and to facilitate 
administration of the Naval Establishment. The 13 projects are included in 
the authorization bill for fiscal year 1960. 

The first project is at the Naval Radio Station, Buskin Lake, Alaska, for pro- 
vision of rhombic transmitting antennas at an estimated cost of $84,000. This 
station operates major transmitting facilities in support of the mission of the 
U.S. Naval Communications Station, Kodiak, Alaska. The project is for con- 
struction of rhombic-type radio transmitting antennas required to complete 
a 4-channel radio teletypewriter circuit linking Kodiak and Pearl Harbor. 
It will provide the radio station with the necessary means to fulfill a vital 
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communication operational requirement in support of a special operation of 
Pacific Fleet units. 

The second project is at the naval security group activity, Cape Chiniak, 
Alaska. It will provide receiving antennas at an estimated cost of $40,000, 
The mission of this station is to perform naval security group functions as 
directed by the Chief of Naval Operations. This project is for the construe. 
tion of two high-gain directional Vee radio receiving antennas to provide for 
dual space diversity radio teletype reception from Hawaii and San Francisco, 
Improved communication is required at this station in order to obtain maxi. 
mum effectiveness of a new type radio direction finder now being installed. 

The third project is at the Naval Communication Station, Norfolk, Va., for 
providing additional communication facilities at an estimated cost of $1,741,000, 
The wission of this station is to support Supreme Allied Commander, Atlantic; 
Commander in Chief, Atlantic; Commander in Chief, U.S. Atlantic Fleet; type 
commanders; and activities of the Naval Shore Establishment as required. The 
additional facilities are needed to satisfy the greatly increased communication 
operational requirements imposed upon this highly strategic Station. Spe 
cifically, the increased functions require installation of additional equipment, 
additional antennas, and modifications of existing antennas and building spaces, 

The fourth project is for the construction of 12 line items at the Naval Radio 
Research Station, Sugar Grove, W. Va., at the total estimated cost of $3,957,000, 
The mission of this station is to perform various communication and research 
functions. Construction of the 12 line items in this project is being programed 
in phase with the overall development plans of the station. 

The first line item is for maintenance shops at an estimated cost of $189,000, 
This facility will provide for repair and maintenance of equipment, buildings 
and vehicles. 

The second line item is for a dispensary at an estimated cost of $122,000. This 
will provide a 5-bed dispensary and facilities for medical and dental care as 
well as X-ray and emergency operating facilities. This station requires adequate 
medical facilities since the nearest civilian hospital is located 38 miles away over 
a mountain road which could be impassable during winter weather. 

The third line item will provide for construction of an administration build- 
ing at an estimated cost of $213,000. This facility will provide necessary 
administrative office space for the station, in addition to containing the post 
office and the automatic telephone switchboard system for 200 lines. 

The fourth line item will provide for construction of enlisted men’s barracks 
at an estimated cost of $465,000. These barracks are required for accommod ting 
240 bachelor chief petty officers and enlisted personnel. The chief petty officers’ 
living quarters will be in an attached wing, and will be capable of housing 60 
men. 

The fifth line item is for Marine barracks at an estimated cost of $110,090. 
With the establishment of the naval radio research station, it will be necessary 
to provide a Marine Corps security detachment to prevent unauthorized entry 
into the antenna area and to control entry into classified areas of the central 
control laboratory. This facility will have a capacity for 60 men. 

The sixth line item will provide for a mess hall at the estimated cost of 
$193,000. This provides a subsistence building of standard design complete with 
bakery. galley and messin facilities for 250 enlisted men, and includes a chief 
petty officers noncommissioned officers’ mess. 

The seventh line item will provide for construction of a bachelor officers’ 
quarters and mess at a cost of $552,000. This facility will be a 50-room ROQ 
for accommodating 10 naval officers, 25 semipermanently assigned civilians and 
a maximum of 35 transient civilians. The civilians will be scientists and other 
specalists. Their work will be at irregular hours and, since the nearest com- 
mercial accommodations are located 38 miles away over a mountainous road, it 
is necessary to provide these on-station facilities. The attached mess will have 
a seating capacity for 52 personnel. 

The eighth line item will provide for construction of a fire station at an esti- 
mated cost of $57,000. This provides a one company fire station of standard 
design which will provide berthing space for fire watch, shelter for one combina- 
tion brush-structure fire engine and the fire chief’s car. 

The ninth line item will provide 2 Navy exchange-commissary at an estimated 
cost of $311,000. This combined Navy exchange-commissary is required to serve 
nearly 500 military personnel and their dependents in an isolated area. 
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The 10th line item will provide for a general warehouse at the estimated cost of 
$70,000. It will consist of a building containing 10,400 square feet of space, 
including a supply office and a small stores sales room. 

The 11th line item is to provide a recreation building at an estimated cost of 
$425,000. This facility will provide an indoor recreation area having the follow- 
ing type facilities: All-purpose gym, bowling alleys, EM club, library, educational 
center, classroom, hobby shop, and office.. The nature of this station requires that 
it be isolated, consequently, it is necessary to provide recreation facilities for the 
assigned personnel for use during their off-duty hours. 

The 12th and final line item at Sugar Grove is for utilities and site improve- 
ment at an estimated cost of $1,250,000. This station must be self-supporting 
with respect to all its utilities because of its isolated location. This item will 
provide the necessary utilities and site improvement for the support facilities 
area. It includes water supply, sewage collection and disposal, electric distribu- 
tion, roads and parking, general grading, and a central heating plant. 

The fifth project is for construction of 6 line items at the Naval Radio Station, 
Washington County, Maine, in the amount of $3,179,000. The principal mission 
of this station is to provide very low frequency transmitting facilities to sup- 
port the operation of submarine and surface forces and special communication 
in the North Atlantic and Arctic areas. Construction for the line 6 items in this 
project is being programed in phase with the overall development plans of the 
station. 

The first line item is for the high frequency radio transmitting facilities at 
the estimated cost of $1,766,000. It will consist of antenna field, utilities, site 
improvements and two 1-story buildings for housing transmitters and generators. 
The requirement for this item is the strategic need to provide a high power, 
high frequency radio transmitting facility to be operated in conjunction with 
the very low frequency facilities now under construction. In order to insure 
reception of all messages by all units of the fleet operating within the broad- 
cast areas, it is necessary to transmit radio signals on several high frequencies 
simultaneously with the very low frequency transmission. 

The second line item is for maintenance shops at the estimated cost of $381,000. 
This will provide a one-story building, parking space, and associated utilities. 
The requirement for this item is the provision of adequate public works, antenna, 
and vehicle maintenance facilities required for logistic support of this new and 
remotely located strategic radio station. 

The third line item will provide for a warehouse and commissary at the esti- 
mated cost of $190,000. It will consist of a 20,250 square feet ready issue, 
general warehouse with a small attached commissary store to provide facilities 
for general storage and for commissary operation. 

The fourth line item will provide a multipurpose building at the estimated 
cost of $624,000. This building will provide space for an administration office, 
mess, dispensary, exchange, barracks for 250 men, and recreation facilities. 

The fifth line item will provide for construction of a fire station at a cost of 
$78,000. It will be a two-vehicle structure with parking apron and associated 
utilities. 

The sixth line item is for security facilities at the estimated cost of $140,000. 
The functional military requirement for this item is the provision of adequate 
security facilities required for the protection of this strategic, remotely located 
radio station. This item will provide for controlled access to restricted opera- 
tions and administration areas and to the antenna field. These facilities consist 
of 15,620 linear feet of chain-link fence, 2 gate houses, flood lighting, and an 
alarm system. 

The sixth project is at the Naval Radio Station, Winter Harbor, Maine, for 
provision of barracks at the estimated cost of $271,000. The mission of this 
isolated station is to perform naval security group functions as directed by the 
Chief of Naval Operations. This project will replace five temporary quonset 
barracks which are unsuitable for an area that has a rigorous winter season. 
The facility will be a 110-man capacity barracks consisting of two stories and 
basement which will include space for an enlisted men’s day room, a CPO day 
room, laundry area, office, storage space, and armory. 

The seventh project is the first overseas communication facilities project. It 
is at the Naval Security Group Activity, Istanbul, Turkey, at the total esti- 
mated cost of $320,000. The project was authorized by Public Law 85-241 in 
the amount of $130,000; of which $55,000 was for an operations building and 
$75,000 for a 39-man barracks with mess. 
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The original project was to replace the existing operations building but, in 
order to obtain better communication coverage, the site has been changed. The 
original estimate was low because it was made on the assumption that an in- 
digenous contractor would be used. The Army Corps of Engineers, which wil] 
accomplish the work, have provided the current estimate of $320,000. Additional] 
authorization is contained in the current authorization bill to provide for the 
required increase of $117,000 for the operations building and $73,000 for the 
barracks. 

The second overseas project is at the Naval Security Group Activity, Kara- 
mursel, Turkey, for provision of an air conditioning plant at the estimated cost 
of $105,000. This activity performs naval security group functions in a strategic 
area as directed by the Chief of Naval Operations. This item will provide a 
120-ton-per-hour air conditioning plant required to control humidity and tem. 
perature in the terminal and receiver buildings. This plant will prevent heat 
and humidity from causing the rapid deterioration of electronics equipment, wil] 
decrease casualties and will permit components to attain maximum effectiveness, 

The ninth project is at the naval radio facility, Londonderry, North Ireland. 
It will provide barracks with mess at a cost of $267,000. This facility operates 
remote radio transmitting, receiving, and communication center facilities for the 
U.S. Naval Communication Facility, London, England. The project is for con- 
struction of a 94-man barracks building with a galley and mess adjoining. It is 
required to replace substandard quonset huts and to provide adequate berthing 
and messing facilities at this strategic station. 

The 10th project is at the naval radio station, Lualualei, Territory of Hawaii. 
It will provide grounds drainage facilities at an estimated cost of $781,000. The 
mission of this station is to provide major transmitting facilities in support of 
the naval communication station, Pearl Harbor, which furnishes vital functional 
communication in support of Pacific Fleet operations. Lack of effective grounds 
drainage threatens this communication capability by failing to protect opera- 
tional Government property from storm damage. Periodic heavy rainfall causes 
flooding of antenna fields, and, on one occasion, flooded the floor of a trans- 
mitter building which resulted in a loss of vital communication service to the 
Pacific Fleet. This project will provide for construction of a number of drainage 
structures and various lengths of unlined and riprapped drainage channels and 
for replacement of sections of a patrol roadway and security fencing which were 
demolished by flood waters. 

The 11th project is at the naval security group activity, Okinawa, for a radio 
direction finder facility at a cost of $2,038,000. The mission of this activity is to 
perform naval security group functions and to provide antisubmarine warfare 
capabilities in the western Pacific. The project is for construction of a direction 
finder building and installation of electronic equipment, antenna assembly and 
communication control links. This is a replacement of the existing obsolete, 
overage, and inaccurate direction finder. It will be located at Sobe Annex instead 
of the present site of Futema. It is essential to the functions of the naval 
security group activity that a modern direction finder compatible with the fast 
control procedures be constructed in Okinawa. 

The 12th project is at the naval radio station, Sabana Seca, Puerto Rico, 
for a standby generator plant at a cost of $86,000. This station performs naval 
security group functions and operates remote radio receiving and relay facilities 
for the communication center of the U.S. Naval Communication Station, San 
Juan. The project is required to insure continuous operations of this remotely 
located radio station by providing for adequate electric service during emergen- 
cies. The existing 94 kilovolt diesel-electric generator is inadequate in capacity 
and is obsolescent. The work will consist of procurement and installation of a 
200-kilowatt diesel-electric generating unit, utilizing existing distribution lines. 

The last project is at the naval radio station, Wahiawa, Territory of Hawaii. 
It will provide a sewage treatment plant at a cost of $274,000. The mission 
of this station is to provide fleet support communication for the commander 
in chief, Pacific area, and to perform security group functions as directed by 
the Chief of Naval Operations. There is an imperative need to remove a 
serious hazard to health of the personnel of this radio station and of the adjacent 
civilian community by abating a nuisance and providing safe and efficient sewage 
disposal. This project will provide a sewage treatment plant, pumping stations, 
assorted equipment, and installation of new sewage lines as necessary. The 
overload of present facilities was brought about by the relocation of communi- 
cation components of the naval communication station from Pearl Harbor Naval 
Shipyard to the Wahiawa site. 
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Nava. ResearcH Lanoratory, D.C. 


Senator Stennis. The next item, please. 

Admiral Cuew. Page 110. i” 

This is the 10th class, sir, and naval research facility. We have only 
one project for total estimated cost of $1,591,000 at the Naval Research 
Laboratory in the District of Columbia. It isin this year’s authoriza- 

ion bill. 

: As you know, sir, the laboratory conducts scientific research and 
development in the physical sciences and related fields directed toward 
new and improved materials, equipment, techniques, and systems. _ 

The project will pt gee for the construction of a research facility 
within a portion of the existing building for the study of radiation 
phenomena below the range of 10,000 curies. 


DESIGN PROBLEMS OF NUCLEAR POWERED SHIPS 


This facility will contain five high level radiation test cells with 
walls of high density concrete, radiologically warm work areas and 
other work and decontamination areas. It will permit research into 
the many design problems of authorized and future nuclear powered 
ships, submarines, and aircraft which can be solved only after radia- 
tion data are obtained. 

Facilites for the conducting of research by use of remote controls 
will also be provided. 

Senator Stennis. Now, Admiral, with all the space that the Gov- 
ernment owns and rents here in the city of Washington, you are going 
to have to build a new building? 

Admiral Cuew. This is actually a portion of an existing building. 
We are just modifying that building, but there we have all the equip- 
ment. 

Senator Stennis. This is to be an addition, a modernization of an 
existing building? 

Admiral Curw. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. I missed that point. Does this include the equip- 
ment, too ? 

Admiral Curw. Yes, sir. 

HOT CELLS 


ae Srennis. Laboratory equipment, air conditioning, and hot 
cells 


Admiral Curew. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. What isa hot cell ? 

Captain Corrapr. These are structures within which material emit- 
ting dangerous rays can be handled through the means of automatic 
Serene: Part of this $459,000 for equipment is for mechanical 

i 


handling equipment. 
(The justification follows :) 


OFFICE OF NAVAL RESEARCH FACILITIES 


Mr. Chairman, the 10th facilities class is Office of Naval Research Facilities. 
We have one project in this class at a total estimated cost of $1,591,000, at the 
Naval Research Laboratory in the District of Columbia. It is in this year’s 
authorization bill. The Laboratory conducts scientific research and development 
in the physical sciences and related fields directed toward new and improved 
materials, equipment, techniques, and systems. 
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This project will provide for the construction of a research facility within a 
portion of an existing building for the study of radiation phenomena below 
the range of 10,000 curies. This facility will contain five high-level radiation 
test cells with walls of high density concrete, radiologically warm work areas 
and other work and decontamination areas. It will permit research into the 
many design problems of authorized and future nuclear-powered ships, sub- 
marines, and aircraft which can be solved only after radiation data are ob- 
tained. Facilities for the conducting of research by use of remote controls, 
will also be provided. 


Bureau oF YARD AND Docks FACILITIES 


Senator Stennis. The next item, please. 

Admiral Cuew. Page 112, Mr. Chairman. 

This is the final class of “Naval facilities—Yards and Docks.” 
There are two projects totaling $11,707,000, plus a project for funding 
several continuing authorizations for $28,372,000 in this class. It isa 
total of $40,079,000. 


Power Facriities, GuAM 


The first project is at Guam in the Marianas for the first increment 
of the improvement and expansion of the islandwide power facilities 
at an estimated cost of $10,947,000. The public works center at Guam 
has the mission of providing public works, public utilities, transporta- 
tion support, including engineering and administrative services inci- 
dent thereto. The Navy has accepted single service managership and 
responsibility for funding the expansion of the islandwide power 
system to meet the military requirements, including those of the U.S. 
Air Force. 

The present power system on Guam is a hodge-podge of World War 
II field-type generators, small diesel plants, and some steam-driven 
generators. 

Due to the inadequacies of the original generating equipment and 
the deteriorated condition of much of the distribution system, the 
overall capacity is decreasing as the demands for power increase. 

The proposed project is self-sustaining and will solve the currently 
predicted shortage in the calendar year 1963, which is the first sched- 
uled full year of operation for the unit. 


PARTICIPATION BY GOVERNMENT OF GUAM 


~The government of Guam will participate in this project to the ex- 
tent of $1,917,000, which amount is not included in the Navy’s 
$10,947,000 estimate and is based on the government of Guam predicted 
power requirements in conjunction with the military requirements. 

The Department of the Interior supports this need. 

Senator Srennis. Did you say they were not going to furnish any, 
the government of Guam was not going to furnish any 

Admiral Cuew. No, sir; the government of Guam _ furnishes 
$1,917,000, but that is not included as a portion of our $10 million. 
That is in addition. 

Senator Srennis. This is the first increment of a $20 million 
program ? 

Admiral Curw. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. I would hardly know how to explain this if I were 
called on to explain it on the floor of the Senate. 
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Admiral Cuew. I think, Mr. Chairman, that being one of our firm 
advanced bases and the firmest in this atmosphere of world uncer- 
tainty, we have to provide the power since it is a naval responsibility. 
We cannot really let the power system become so inadequate that we 
cannot meet our needs in the island. 

(The information referred to follows :) 


During a period of 2 or 3 years subsequent to the close of World War II, the 
several powerplants on the island of Guam were operated by the Army, Navy, 
and Air Force. It was apparent by 1951 that the magnitude and complexity 
of the power situation necessitated the development of an integrated system. 

In the interest of economy agreements were reached by the armed services 
for all power-generating plants and distribution systems to be maintained and 
operated under a single service, namely Navy, since the Navy had the greatest 
interest in the system. 

An agreement was also entered into between the Department of the Navy 
and Department of the Interior, July 1956, with respect to the transfer of re- 
sponsibility for the administration of the government of Guam. This agreement 
provides in part that “All powerplants, high-voltage transmission lines, primary 
distribution lines, and substations constituting the interconnected and coordi- 
nated island power system are at present operated and maintained by the Navy,” 
and that the Navy will provide the government of Guam specified quantities 
of power, reimbursable to the Navy at rates to be determined by the Navy. At 
this time the government of Guam basic power demand was relatively insig- 
nificant. 

Due to the expansion of armed services facilities and increased civilian popu- 
lation of the island, the power requirement grew rather rapidly. Although 
the government of Guam increase has been proportionately greater than that of 
the Armed Forces, its demand is still a small proportion of the total. 

On the question of islandwide utilities on Guam, the Navy accepted the re- 
sponsibilities inherent to single service managership. Under this premise it 
was considered in the best interests of all concerned for the Navy to accept the 
responsibility for funding the expansion of the power system under the existing 
agreements; however, present planning provides for government of Guam par- 
ticipation in the initial cost of the first increment of the proposed Tumon Bay 
plant to the extent of approximately 15 percent of the total estimated cost. 


AGREEMENT TO SUPPLY POWER 


Senator Stennis. You will just have to say you agreed to supply 
the power, the Government agreed to supply the power for the entire 
island of Guam and the Navy has the job of doing it. 

Admiral Cuew. That is right, sir. 

Captain Corrapr. Most of the demand is generated by military 
activity of the Air Force, Army, and Navy. This demand did not 
occur overnight. The project is being submitted now because we 
have reached a point of diminishing returns on it, for the use of 
small plants scattered throughout the island. 

The commercial power company forecast their load growth re- 
quirements some years prior to their actually needing the power and 
make the capital expenditures to increase their generating capacity. 
We have not done this. We have waited until the demand caught up 
and now we are faced with a large expenditure over the next few 
years. 

Senator Stennis. I notice you already have in the inventory as of 
July 1, 1958, a total of some $92.9 million. 

Admiral Cuew. Of course, that is not just for power. That is for 
all the other naval installations on Guam. 

Senator Srennis. And you have been increasing all these addi- 


tional installations and operating with many little powerplants, is 
that right? 
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Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir. there is one steamplant on Guam, the so- 
called Piti powerplant. All the rest of the power is furnished by 
diesel-fuel generating units. 

Senator Stennis. All right, let us turn over to page 114. 


WATER SYSTEM AT GUANTANAMO, CUBA 


Admiral Cuzw. The second poet is for the repair and improve- 
ment of the water system at the Naval Station, Guantanamo Bay, 
Cuba, costing $760,000 ; the need for an on-base water storage capacity 
equivalent to a 4 days’ normal supply and an alternate feeder line 
to enable a tanker to discharge at the rate of 1 day’s requirement 
per 24 hours, was very forcibly demonstrated last year by the various 
shutoffs of the naval base water supply through Cuban rebel military 
action. 

The proposed project consists of a 4-million-gallon water storage 
tank, a tanker discharge line from the mooring to the beach, land 
piping from beach to storage reservoir, and a booster pump station 
and the necessary piping valves and fittings. to tie in with existing 
facilities. 

Spectra, MInok FAciIvities 


Senator Srennis. I think that covers it. ‘ 

Admiral Cuew. The remaining projects, Mr. Chairman, in this 
class under the Bureau of Yards and Docks have Navy-wide appli- 
cation. 

Continuing authorization is available for the general subject with 
no appropriation limitation specified. 


On the first project in this category we are requesting funding ap- 
proval for $4 million for —— minor facilities this year. 


_ Senator Stennis. How 
in a years? 
dmiral Cuew. We are a million dollars in the hole right now. 


oes that compare with what you have had 


REPLACEMENT OF DAMAGED FACILITIES 


Senator Stennis. Well, you have the next item, “Replacement of 
damaged facilities.” 

Admiral Cuew. This is also in the amount of $4 million. We are 
about a half-million dollars under right now, sir. 

Senator Stennis. A half-million dollars under what? 

Admiral Cuew. Under what we had available last year. 

Senator Stennis. What amount was that ? 

Admiral Cuew. We had $4 million last year. Our estimate was 
pretty good. 

Senator Stennis. The next item. 
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CAPEHART HOUSING SUPPORT 


Admiral Cuew. That is for Capehart housing support for $4,322,- 
000. That is for the 4,522 units of Capehart. 

Senator Stennis. What do you mean support? Repair? 

Admiral Cuew. No, sir. 

Captain Corrapt. This is for the construction of the offsite facili- 
ties which are not part of the mortgage package that is insured by 
the FHA. It would include the purchase of land and the construc- 
tion of such things as a sewage treatment plant for the community. 


CORRECTION OF INADEQUATE HOUSING 


Senator Stennis. Let us proceed, gentlemen. You were talkin 
about the Capehart housing support. You had explained that, 
think. Now, correction of inadequate housing. 

Admiral Cuew. Authorization for this purpose was granted in 
Public Law 85-241. These funds will be used for improvement to 
family housing units to qualify them as adequate public quarters. 

Public Law 85-241, as amended, does not permit use of inadequate 
public quarters after July 1961. So we have to have the money to 
avoid the slum condition. The inadequacy must be corrected or the 
quarters demolished. 

Captain Corradi would like to speak to this. 

Senator Stennis. All right, Captain Corradi. 

Captain Corrapr. Although this request is for $300,000 alone, I 
would like to ask for the record that we be permitted to carry over the 
$3 million in funding authority which we were unable to use last 
ear. 

. The reason for this request is that we were unable to obtain an ap- 
rtionment of this $3 million during the last fiscal year. This was 
or technical reasons. 

The Department of Defense established some rules—— 

Senator Srennis. Are you still talking about Commodity Credit? 

Captain Corrapr. We are talking about inadequate public quarters, 
page 120. I am referring to the appropriation under Public Law 
85-852. 

My explanation is that although $3 million were approved for fund- 
ing, we were unable to make use of it because the Department of 
Defense, and quite properly, set up some requirements for a survey 
of the installations ivelved to assure their continued use and prepara- 
tion of plans and specifications for the correction of the inadequacies 
: the housing and other technical requirements. This took most of 
the year. 
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We were unable to obtain apportionment of the money so as to 
use it this year. So my request is that although it may not be tech- 
nically necessary, I would like to have the understanding that this 
unused funding authority be available to us next year. 

Senator Stennis. Well, it will be available to you, will it not, 
unless something is done to keep it from being available? 

Captain Corrapr. That is right, sir. But I want to take this op- 
portunity of making that explanation. 

Senator Stennis. How much did you use this year ? 

Captain Corrapr. We did not use any of it. 

Senator Stennis. You did not use any of it? 

Captain Corrapr. No, sir; we could not get apportionment. 

Senator Stennis. Why not strike.out this $300,000 and just let 
the committee state the understanding that you have. 

Captain Corrapr. If we have the understanding and authority to 
use it, we can make it out of the total NOA available to us. 

Senator Stennis. The $3 million ? 

Captain Corrapi. Whatever portion of it we can use during the 
fiscal year. 

Senator Stennis. Well, if you cannot get $3 million released, how 
are you goin to get $300,000 released ? 

Captain Corrapt. We have now complied with the requirements 
that I mentioned. 

Senator Stennis. Are you afraid they will take that money away 
and put it somewhere else ? 

Captain Corrapt. Precisely. 

Senator Stennis. All right, make a special note on that about the 
$3 million. We will see what we can do. 

Captain Corradi, would you need $3 million ? 

Captain Corrapi. We have a pretty firm estimate based on plans 
which I mentioned which have now been made of $1,530,000. So 
that in answer to your question, I can only certify the actual need of 
$1,530,000. However, in addition to these firm projects we also have 
under consideration projects for the correction of 176 inadequate 
quarters at the Armed Forces Staff College, Norfolk, Va., and for the 
rehabilitation of 350 units at the Naval Air Station, Alameda, Calif. 
These projects have not progressed to a point at which cost estimates 
are available, as the activities had originally requested replacement 
of these inadequate units by new construction. However, rehabilita- 
tion in lieu of new construction is now considered to be the most eco- 
nomical solution to provide the necessary quarters at the least total 
cost tothe Government. Preliminary estimates indicate that the cost 
of these two projects will be approximately $1,500,000. 

Senator Srennis. The next item. 


FAMILY QUARTERS IN FOREIGN LOCATIONS 


Admiral Cuew. The next item is for support for the family quar- 
ters at foreign locations to be built from the proceeds of the Con- 
modity Credit operation. Also authorized up to 25 percent of the 
cost to be financed from funds to be appropriated for military con- 
struction. 

Consequently, we have $250,000 we are requesting for the 100 units 
of Commodity Credit housing in Bermuda, sir. 
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Senator Stennis. That is all the Commodity Credit housing you 
have ? 

Admiral Curw. That is all. 

Senator Stennis. The next item. 


ACCESS ROADS 


Admiral Cuew. The next item is for access roads. 

Senator Stennis. We had an explanation of that yesterday. Do 
you operate under the same law as to access roads as the Army does? 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir; it is $2 million there. 

Senator Stennis. How much did you use this year? I donot know 
that one year is a very good test to another year on that. 

Captain Corrapr. $1,018,000 this year, sir. 


PLANNING AND DESIGN 


Senator Stennis. That brings us down to “Planning and design.” 
What do you say on that? 

Admiral Curew. $13,500,000. 

Senator Stennis. How much did you use this year on that? 

Captain Corrapr. We used all of the funds that were available to 
us, but with the exception of $5.6 million, which is the unobligated 
amount at the end of this year. That will keep us going through the 
months of July and August when we are normally waiting for our 
apportionment of these funds. 

Senator Stennis. How much would that total ? 

Captain Corrapt. $5.6 million is what we expect to carry over for 
planning. 


Senator Stennis. Then you have appropriated how much this year ? 

Captain Corrapr. $15,450,000. We are asking for a lesser amount 
this year. 

(The justification follows :) 


YARDS AND Docks FACILITIES 


The final Navy facilities class is yards and docks facilities. The Bureau of 
Yards and Docks is responsible for fulfilling the Navy’s requirements in the 
broad field of civil engineering at all shore activities. This includes the tech- 
nical responsibility for the design, planning, development, procurement, con- 
struction, alteration, and maintenance of public works, public utilities, con- 
struction, and base transportation facilities throughout the Naval Shore Estab- 
lishment. 

There are two projects, totaling $11,707,000, plus a project for funding several 
continuing authorizations for $28,372,000 in this class this year for a total of 
$40,079,000. The first project is at Guam, Mariana Islands, for the first incre- 
ment for the improvement and expansion of the islandwide power facilities at the 
estimated cost of $10,947,000. The public works center, Guam, has the mission 
of providing public works, public utilities, and transportation support, includ- 
ing engineering and administrative services incident thereto. The Navy has ac- 
cepted single service managership and responsibility for funding expansion of 
the islandwide power system to meet military requirements, including those of 
the U.S. Air Force. The present power system on Guam is a hodgepodge of 
World War II field-type generators, small diesel plants, and steam-driven gener- 
ators. Due to the inadequate size of the original generating equipment and the 
deteriorated condition of much of the distribution system, the overall capacity 
is decreasing as the demands for power increase. The proposed project is self- 
sustaining and will solve the currently predicted shortage in the calendar year 
1963, which is the first scheduled full year of operation for the unit. The gov- 
ernment of Guam will participate in this project to the extent of $1,917,000, 
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which amount is not included in the Navy’s $10,947,000 estimate and is baseq 
on the government of Guam predicted power requirements. The Department 
of the Interior supports this need. 

The second project is for the repair and improvement to the water system at 
the naval station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, costing $760,000. The need for an 
onbase water storage capacity equivalent to a 4 days’ normal supply and an 
alternate feeder line to enable a tanker to discharge ot the rate of 1 day’s 
requirement per 24 hours, was forcibly demonstrated last year by the various 
shutoffs of the naval base water supply through Cuban rebel military action, 
The proposed project consists of a 4 million-gallon water storage tank; a tanker 
discharge line from mooring to beach; land piping from beach to storage reser. 
voir ; booster pump station ; and the necessary piping valves and fittings to tie in 
with existing facilities. This proposed storage capacity is considered the abso- 
lute minimum necessary for this naval base to operate under emergency condi- 
tions, when discharging water from a tanker into the base water supply system. 

The remaining projects in this class have Navywide application. Continuing 
authorization is available for the general subjects, with no appropriation limita- 
tions specified. 

For the first project in this category we are requesting funding approval for 
$4 million for special minor facilities this year. This provides funds for proj- 
ects, each costing more than $25,000 but not more than $200,000, for which the 
need could not be foreseen in time to include them in the annual military con- 
struction program, but which are so urgently required that financing should not 
be deferred to subsegent years. Such factors as changed missions, increased 
workload, safety, and higher efficiency generate minor construction projects, 
Continuing authorization for this purpose was granted in section 408 of Public 
Law 968, 84th Congress. 

The next project is for funds for repair or replacement of damaged facilities 
in the amount of $4 million. This provides readily available funds for construc- 
tion, rehabilitation, or installation of public works, including site preparation, 
appurtenances, and utilities which have been damaged or destroyed by disasters, 
such as hurricanes, storms, floods, or fires. In most cases the facilities destroyed 
or damaged must be replaced or repaired promptly to protect life and Govern- 
ment property and to fulfill current operating missions. In such cases the need 
is so urgent that funding cannot safely be postponed to a subsequent military 
construction program. Authorization for such projects is covered by section 407, 
Public Law 968, 84th Congress. 

For Capehart housing support we are requesting funding approval in the 
amount of $4,322,000. These funds will be used to finance the cost of plans 
and specifications, land acquisition, and construction of offsite utilities for au- 
thorized Capehart housing. This support authorization was granted by Public 
Law 155, 82d Congress. The funds requested will be used to support Cape- 
hart housing projects at 17 continental U.S. installations for the 4,522 family 
units included ‘in this year’s authorization bill. 

The next project requests funding approval for $300,000 for correction of 
inadequate housing—approximately 1,000 units. Authorization for this pur- 
pose was granted in Public Law 85-241. These funds will be used for improve- 
ments to family housing units to qualify them as adequate public quarters. 
Public Law 85-241, as amended, does not permit use of inadequate public quar- 
ters after July 1, 1961, so as to avoid slum conditions. The inadequacy must be 
corrected or the quarters demolished. 

Public Law 968, 84th Congress, authorized the construction of family quar- 
ters at foreign locations from the proceeds of Commodity Credit operations; 
and it also authorized up to 25 percent of the cost to be financed from funds 
appropriated for military construction. This year we are requesting $250,000 
for support of 100 family units, for 10 officers and 90 enlisted men. These 
units will be located at the Naval Station, Bermuda. 

Access roads are required for replacement or relocation of public highways 
caused by construction of Naval and Marine Corps activities, construction of 
all-weather access roads, and relocation of highways to satisfy airway-highway 
clearances or explosive clearances. The authority for such projects is contained 
in Public Law 295, 77th Congress, as amended by Public Law 769, 81st Con- 
gress. This year the Navy requests funding approval for $2 million to finance 
the Federal Government’s share of the cost of relocating highways, and for 
new entrance and exit roads. The funds will be transferred to the Bureau of 
Public Roads, Department of Commerce, which is responsible for this work. 
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The last of these general projects is for planning and design for which we 
are asking funding approval in the amount of $13,500,000. These funds pro- 
vide for the preliminary engineering of line items proposed for inclusion in a 
military construction program. This enables the Navy to submit a program 
to Congress which is soundly engineered and with accurate cost estimates. 
The funds also support preparation of final plans and specifications for con- 
struction for each individual line item in the program. 


NAVAL RESERVE ITEMS 


Senator Stennis. Your next item ? 

Admiral Curw. That completes the items, Mr. Chairman, except 
for the classified items. 

Senator Stennis. How many classified items do we have? 

Admiral Cuew. If I may make a suggestion, perhaps the unclassi- 
fied part of the military construction, Naval Reserve, the officers who 
present that are here. As long as we are in an unclassified section 
they might complete that, sir. They have only 10 classified items. 

Senator Srennis. I can stay here about 15 or 20 minutes more. 
Do you think we can take care of both of them within that time? 

Admiral Cuew. I think so. 

Senator Stennis. Gentlemen, we will take the Reserve right now 
if you are ready. 

Admiral Kerra. Mr. Chairman, I am Rear Admiral Keith, Assist- 
ant Chief of Naval Operations for Naval Reserve. I have been 
sworn, sir. 

Senator Srennis. All right. 


PREPARED STATEMENT 


Admiral Kerrn. I have a statement that I would like, for the sake 
of expediting the record, to insert in the record. 

Senator Stennis. All right, sir. 

(The statement referred to follows :) 


Mr. Chairman, gentlemen, as the Assistant Chief of Naval Operations (Naval 
Reserve) one of my duties is to coordinate and sponsor the construction pro- 
gram for the Reserve components of the Navy and Marine Corps. 

I appreciate this opportunity to review for the committee the status of our 
previously approved projects and to lay before you the new projects which 
we consider essential to support the training of this very important segment 
of the Military Establishment. 

On July 1, 1958, there were available for this program $20.5 million in obli- 
gating authority. Nearly $6 million have been obligated this fiscal year through 
April 80. It is expected that a total of $15 million will be obligated by June 
30, 1959, thus leaving a carryover of $5.5 million into fiscal year 1960. 

Our fiscal year 1960 program, containing line items totaling $8,300,000, has 
been approved by the House in H.R. 5674 and reported favorably by the Com- 
mittee on Armed Services of the Senate. We are requesting an appropria- 
tion of $9 million to fund these projects and to provide $950,000 for open end 
authorization. This latter request has recently been heard by the House Com- 
mittee on Appropriations but a report has not as yet been issued. 

It has been frequently stated as the desire of the Congress that we obtain 
authorization and funding of our construction projects in the same fiscal year. 
In conformance with this procedure, we have undertaken to reprogram and 
fund this year all previously authorized projects for which a continuing re- 
quirement exists. 

As presented to and approved by the Congress last year, our list of ap- 
proved but unfunded projects amounted to $2,022,000. Incident to the dis- 
establishment of four Naval Air Reserve activities this year, we are rescind- 
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ing projects amounting to $553,000 which Congress approved last year for 
funding. In addition, projects at these locations approved in previous years 
in the amount of $1,084,000 are no longer required and are likewise offered for 
rescission, making a total of $1,617,000 of previously funded projects which 
we are now rescinding. The total of the authorized but unfunded projects 
for which we are requesting reprograming amounts to $1,239,000. 

In the aggregate, the new obligational authority and the funding approval, 
now being requested, will balance our books and we will come to you next year 
with a program that will be devoid of straggling projects. 

Ever since the Reserve components were reconstituted at the end of World War 
II, we have made a sincere attempt to utilize existing structures and surplus 
materials, whether they were Navy, Marine, Army, Air Force, or State militia, 
to provide for Reserve training. 

Our facilities, however, must be located convenient to the reservists we train. 
Thus, if federally owned facilities are not available contiguous to the area in 
which our reservists reside, the facilities must be purchased, rented, or built. 
In each case, we have worked with the other services, and where possible have 
arranged for joint utilization. 

Functionally, the program supports three types of Reserve training, as follows: 


NAVAL RESERVE, AVIATION (NAVAL AND MARINE CORPS) 


All of the aviation personnel being trained in the Reserve must be ready to 
join the Active Forces immediately upon mobilization. This means that they 
must be provided with the same modern aircraft that are used in the Active 
Forces and require modern facilities compatible with the aircraft. 

Wherever possible, the aviation units utilize existing air stations. At loca- 
tions where this is not possible, the reservists are provided with their own air 
stations. ; 

During fiscal year 1960, we plan to operate 13 Reserve naval air stations plus 5 
Naval Air Reserve training units based on regular stations. 


NAVAL RESERVE, SURFACE 


Naval reservists, other than aviation personnel, receive their weekly or week- 
end training at 319 Naval Reserve training centers and 150 electronics facilities. 

Three out of four of these were acquired from World War II surplus or are 
leased spaces. As these facilities become uneconomical or fail to meet our 
training requirements, we request replacement. 

A relatively new feature is the provision of berthing for ships assigned to 
Naval Reserve training at dispersed locations along the continental coasts. Un- 
til recently, these ships were concentrated at a few active naval establishments. 
‘With the need for a more rapid mobilization and an improved readiness, we are 
now forming Reserve crews for these ships and berthing them in the locality of 
the assigned Reserve crew. This permits weekend training as a crew and rapid 
manning of the ship in an emergency. 


MARINE CORPS RESERVE, GROUND 


In essence, the mobilization mission of the Organized Marine Corps Reserve 
is to support the Marine Corps force-in-readiness role. In any war, limited or 
unlimited, the Organized Reserve must provide the trained combat and combat- 
support personnel immediately required to raise the manning levels in existing 
Fleet Marine Force units so as to enable these units to deploy immediately. 
Additionally, this component must furnish trained personnel for the activation 
of high-priority combat and combat-support units during the first month of 
mobilization. 

The construction program before this committee is part of the long-range pro- 
gram to provide adequate facilities to prepare the reservists to accomplish this 
mission. This long-range program is designed to replace inadequate, overage, or 
high rental facilities which were the only facilities available for occupancy when 
the Marine Corps Reserve was reactivated during 1951 and 1952. The Marine 
Corps Reserve currently occupies 228 training centers, of which 71 percent are 
jointly occupied with another Reserve component. 

In summary: 
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Millions 
Estimated carryover of obligational authority into fiscal year 1960_.__ $5.5 
NOA requested 


Obligational authority available fiscal year 1960. 
Planned obligations fiscal year 1960 


Estimated carryover of obligational authority into fiscal year 1961_-_-__ 3.5 


Mr. Chairman, this concludes my prepared statement. I shall be glad to pro- 
vide such other information as you may desire. 


CATEGORIES OF NAVAL RESERVE PROJECTS 


Senator Stennis. You may proceed, Admiral. 

Admiral Kerrn. Our requests this year fall into four categories, 
Naval Reserve, aviation, which is an amount of $3,822,000; a Naval 
Reserve, surface, for $2,379,000; Marine Corps Reserve, ground, $2,- 
099,000; and a continuing authorization for $950,000. We are ready 
to proceed to the line items at this point if that is satisfactory with 
the chairman. 

Senator Stennis. All right. That statement is good for reference. 
We can go right into your items now. 


NavaL Atm STATION, ATLANTA, GA. 


Admiral Kerrn. The first item, sir, as I indicated, was for Reserve 
aviation, the first item is at the Naval Air Station, Atlanta, Ga. On 
page 2 for $502,000 addition to aircraft parking apron. You may be 
familiar, Mr. Chairman, with this new naval installation on an Air 
Force base which was commissioned about 6 weeks ago. The optical 
landing system on page 3 is the second item for this naval station at 
Marietta, Marietta being just outside of Atlanta. 

The cold storage, a drystorage building at $55,000 on page 4, covered 
storage shed, $49,000 on page 5. Navy exchange building, $80,000 on 

age 6. The Navy exchange building will carry only essential 
items for the use of Naval Reserve training here since the Air Force 
has a large exchange building. This new building, also will provide 
a small restaurant or snackbar so that people on the Navy side of this 
field, and it is about 414 miles around the field to get to the Air Force 
facilities, and this will take care of their lunches when they are drill- 
ing there as “weekend warriors.” 


EMERGENCY STANDBY GENERATOR PLANT 


Then as a final item for this air station on page 7, the standby gen- 
erator plant for $97,000. 

Senator Stennis. Why do you have to have that? You are right 
there in the city of Atlanta. Are you assuming that there will be a 
failure of power ? 

Admiral Kerrn. There is a problem of the electricity getting in 
there. They have it here in the detailed justifications, sir. 

Captain Corrapr. I might add to that, Mr. Chairman. There is a 
requirement for high voltage to operate a fire pump which provides 
pressure for fire protection at the naval installation. This peak power 
demand is not readily available from the local power source. The rest 
of the station is being operated from a commercial power source. 
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Admiral Kerru. The source of power in the justification, it says the 
present power source is from a substation some miles away and that 
they do have during the winter months some outages which last from 
a few hours to a few days. This is a standby generator system to take 
up the slack when such outages occur. ; 

Senator Srennis. Why would you have outages lasting from a 
few hours to a few days? 

Admiral Kerrn. That is from commercial sources from which we 
obtain electricity. 

Senator Stennis. You mean in the city of Atlanta the people can- 
not get power for a few days? 

Admiral Kerr. This is Marietta. I was there at the commission- 
ing. It is about 45 minutes drive from downtown Atlanta, sir, on 
limited access highways. 

Senator Stennis. You get power from the Georgia Power Co.? 
Is that the supplier of the electricity? They are meee to be one 
of the most pn companies in the country, as I understand. 

Admiral Kerrn. I believe this is a standard item, Mr. Chairman, 
in that when outages do occur and unfortunately the best electrical 
companies do have them, that we have planes in the air and if they 
are up above a heavy overcast and we have to get them down we have 
to have the power to operate our ground control equipment and to 
talk these people down. If we do not have it, then we may lose 
lives and may lose some valuable aircraft. 

Senator Stennis. You have not said anything about needing it for 
purposes of that kind. 

Admiral Kerru. It is an emergency generator, sir. I believe that 
is what the item calls for. 

Captain Corrantr. It is primarily a safety item. Even if the power 
outage were only for 30 minutes, and a fire occurred at that time, all 
the water pumps would be inoperable because they are powered by 
electricity. 

Senator Stennis. If it goes to emergency, that is a different matter. 


Navat Arr Station, Datias, TEx. 


Admiral Kerrn. The next is at the Naval Air Station, Dallas, Tex., 
liquid oxygen transfer building. Admiral Chew has described this. 

Senator Stennis. Yes, I understand those. 

Admiral Kerrn. The transmitter building to provide safe com- 
munications with the aircraft. This is a joint-use field on which the 
Air Force and Air National Guard and I believe the Marines all 
participate, sir. 

Page 11 item is alteration and repairs to the hangar. This is the 
floor of the hangar which has sagged and to get this floor level and 
to remove the bumps that the planes are subjected to in moving in 
and out of the hangar. With the valuable radio equipment in planes 
this is a necessary change. $63,000 is the amount. 

That completes the Naval Air Station at Dallas. 


Navat Arr STATION AT GLENVIEW 


The next item is for Naval Air Station at Glenview for a Compass 
Rose, $59,000, for calibration of the compass in the aircraft. 
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Nava Arr Station, Grosse ILE, MicH. 


The Naval Air Station at Grosse Ile, Mich., an optical landing 
system which is necessary in that area and for training of Reserve 
aviators, $57,000, and there is further justification on page 15. Fire 
protection sprinkler system for $714,000. Justification on page 16. 

Senator Stennis. Why do you have that, Admiral ? 


SPRINKLER SYSTEM 


Admiral Kerru. This is further expansion of an existing system 
but the buildings that are covered here are not now provided with a 
sprinkler system, and it seems most desirable to extend this sprinkler 

stem to these valuable buildings. If you will bear with me a minute, 
sir, I will have that in little more detail. 

The buildings involved, Mr. Chairman, are supply office, aviation 
material warehouse, hangar and aircraft maintenance depot office, 
hangar and administrative offices, hangar and squadron operations and 
ordnance shops, paint and flammable storage, parachute loft and trans- 
portation shops, auditorium, gymnasium, theater. 

Senator Stennis. Where are you now ¢ 

Admiral Kerrn. Iam on page 16. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

Admiral Kerrn. This has been covered by the district fire protec- 
tion survey and they have recommended strongly that these buildings 


be covered by a sprinkler system. Yor that reason it has been included 
lu our program. 


Senator Stennis. The next item. 


NaAvaL Arg Station, Los ALAMITOS, CALIF. 


Admiral Kerrn. At Naval Air Station, Los Alamitos, Calif. 

Senator Stennis. I have looked over those items. What about the 
warehouse? Why do you need it? You have a lot of Regular Navy 
operationsthere. Couldn’t you use some of their storage ? 

Admiral Kerrn. The original mission of this station, Mr. Chairman, 
when planned and constructed, consisted of supporting cadet training 
program utilizing N3N-type planes. Warehouse space and attendant 
supply functions were accordingly planned and constructed. The 
mission of the station, over the past few years, has become more com- 
plex as far as support of aircraft is concerned. Operations now in- 
clude support of 10 specific types of planes, including operation of 
jet aircraft, 2 types, and such other complex planes as P2V and 
R5D. Since this is a Reserve training station, with a complex mis- 
sion, the variety of types of planes required to support the mission 
will not decrease in diversity of types in the future. Additional sup- 
ply warehouse space is needed on a permanent basis at this station. 
In the storage of spare parts alone, the warehousing facilities at this 
station have not only been taxed and proven inadequate, but are now 
being conducted in every available space regardless of type of building 
or location on the station. This proposed warehouse will provide 
storage space for aviation stores ah general stores necessary to prop- 
erly support the mission of the station. The warehouse requirement 
and ps pa were computed based on existing DOD directive. 

Senator Stennis. The next item. 
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Nava Arg Station, NEw ORLEANS, LA. 


Admiral Kerrn. The next item is the Naval Air Station, New Or. 
leans, La., with two items, the liquid oxygen transfer building in addi- 
tion to the transportation facility. That is shown on pages 23 and 24, 

Senator Stennis. What do you mean additions to transportation 
facilities? Cover that quickly, will you? 

Admiral Kerr. The Naval Reserve has 102 pieces of transporta- 
tion, weight and materials handling, and construction equipment. The 
Air Force Reserve has 20 similar items of equipment. By Bureau of 
Yards and Docks definitive drawing standards, 7,740 square feet of 
repair, maintenance, and administrative spaces are required to per- 
form these functions for the above inventory of equipment. In ex- 
istence are 3,840 square feet constructed by the Air Force Reserve, 
containing three repair stalls, a grease rack, and a steam-cleaning stall. 
These spaces are inadequate for handling the Navy and Air Force Re- 
serve vehicles. This facility will provide an addition to the present 
space to meet allowable criteria. It is to be noted that the Air National 
Guard has 30 pieces of similar equipment and maintains them as part 
of the unit training program in a facility containing 3,367 square feet, 
om remotely located from the one used by the Air Force Reserve and 

avy. 

Senator Stennis. The next item. 


Navat AiR STATION, OLATHE, KANS. 


Admiral Kerrn. The next item is the Naval Air Station at Olathe, 
Kans., page 26, Compass Rose, $42,000. Aircraft arresting gear, page 


27, for $150,000. 
Senator Stennis. I think that covers it. The next item. 


LigHtinc, SouTH WEYMOUTH, MASs. 


Admiral Kerrn. South Weymouth, Mass., page 29, approach light- 
ing for $76,000. 
Senator Stennis. That is covered. 


WILLow GROVE, Pa. 


Admiral Kerrn. Naval Air Station, Willow Grove, Pa. Extension 
of taxiway, page 31, $251,000. Compass Rose, page 32, $50,000. Liquid 
oxygen transfer building, page 33, $46,000. pproach lighting, page 
34, $82,000. Aircraft arresting gear, page 35, $150,000; and a dis- 
pensary, page 36, $218,000. 

Senator Stennis. How badly do you need that? 

Admiral Kerr. The existing dispensary was built in 1942 and is 
of wood framing on a concrete foundation. The building is in a state 
of gross deterioration. The siding, sheathing, and studs are continu- 
ously wet and rotting. Of the approximately 1,600 linear feet of ex- 
terior wall, 70 percent is in a deteriorated condition. In addition to 
the structural conditions, the age and condition of water, steam, and 
condensate lines, traps and appurtenances requires increasing mainte- 
nance expenditures. It is to replace this facility and deteriorating 
facilities that this request is made. 

Senator Srennis. The next item. 
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RESERVE TRAINING CENTER, BEAUMONT, TEX. 


Admiral Kerrn. The next item is in the surface program for the 
Naval Reserve and the first item is for the Naval and Marine Corps 
Reserve Training Center at Beaumont, Tex., rehabilitation of berthing 
wharf, page 38, for $65,000. I believe, Mr. Chairman, that you are 
familiar with the Selected Reserve which was established just about 
a year ago in which certain ships have been berthed in cities on our 
coastline and assigned to antisubmarine warfare units. The crews 
for these ships are being recruited but in many instances, as you will 
see throughout this program, some repair and rehabilitation to the 
wharves which we have found available, in the locality where we can 
recruit the personnel to man these ships, has been necessary and you 
will find such items reappearing throughout, sir. 


NAVAL RESERVE ELECTRONICS FACILITY, CHAMPAIGN, ILL. 


The next item is for training building at the Naval Reserve elec- 
tronics facility in Champaign, Ill., page 40, for $70,000. 


TRAINING CENTER, CLEVELAND, OHIO 


The Naval Reserve Training Center in Cleveland, Ohio, is a replace- 
ment of an existing facility and at a cost of $655,000. As I believe 
you are well aware, sir, the Naval Reserve has about 319 Naval Reserve 
Training Centers throughout the country. These are quonset hut 
types in the most part and gradually will require replacement through 
the years. 


Senator Srennis. How many men do you train a year at this place, 
Admiral ? 

Admiral Kerru. At Cleveland? 

Senator Stennis. Yes. 

Admiral Kerrn. 800 men. 

Senator Stennis. Do you have that many there in Active Reserve 


that are going to use this building? 

Admiral Kerru. The drilling Reserve will use this building. There 
will be additional Inactive Reserves who will be in the Naval Reserve 
schools and will utilize this building, also. They are in nonpaid 
status. 

Senator Stennis. All right, the next item. 


TRAINING CENTER, GALVESTON, TEx. 


Admiral Kerr. Naval Marine Corps Reserve Training Center at 
Galveston, Tex. Again a rehabilitation of a berthing wharf, this one 
on page 44, $204,000. 


KINGSVILLE, TEx. 


The next item is a Naval Reserve electronics facility, Kingsville, 
Tex., which is a rehabilitation of the training building, page 46, 
$35,000. 


NEw HAVEN, CONN. 


The next item is to provide berthing area for one of the selected 
Reserve ships at New Haven, Conn. 


42550—59——20 
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ee Srennis. That is still some of your antisubmarine pro- 
m 


Admiral Kerrn. That is correct, yes. $323,000 on page 48 of the 
justification. 

RESERVE TRAINING CENTER, St. Louis, Mo. 

The Naval and Marine Corps Reserve Training Center at St. Louis, 
Mo., is the next item, Mr. Chairman. This is a replacement training 
center ; $697,000, with justification on page 50. The present Reserve 
training center there, Mr. Chairman, we acquired in 1946 or 1947 and 
it was an existing brick building. It had been a pumping station 
and was near the water and was very effective for our purpose. How- 
ever, to control the floods which occur in that area a requirement 
exists for additional protection by levees in that area and one pro- 
sg goes directly through this armory, so it must be replaced. We 

ave a very effective program in St. Louis and we want to maintain 
that capability there. 

Mr. Rexroap (presiding), Admiral, you may continue. 


RESERVE TRAINING CENTER, SAN Dieco, CALIF. 


Admiral Kerru. Naval Reserve Training Center, San Diego, Calif, 
is the next item, Again a rehabilitation of a berthing pier, $226,000, 
soticaton on page 52. This again is a Selected Reserve ship 

rth. 

Mr. Rexroap. Is this part of the regular San Diego naval facility 
there, this berthing pier? 

Admiral Kerru. It is a berth on the San Diego side in the outer 
harbor which will require some work done in order to put a destroyer 


there where it is near the Naval Reserve training center and near 
the center of the city where the Reserves can get to the ship. 
Mr. Rexroap. The next item. 


WHITESTONE, N.Y., PRrosect 


Admiral Kerr. The next item is again the rehabilitation of an 
existing berthing pier for Whitestone, N.Y., $104,000, with justifica- 
tion on page 54, which completes the surface items in the Naval Re- 
serve construction program. 

Mr. Rexroap. This installation will be a part, again, of that anti- 
submarine Reserve component ? 

Admiral Kerrn. That is correct. Every berthing space is for a 
ship which will be manned, have its own Reserve crew with certain 
active duty personnel on board and they carry their orders in their 
pocket and are ready to take part on a mobilization ordered by the 
Congress, directed by the President, or in an emergency. 

Mr. Rexroap. Next item. 


MarIneE RESERVE TRAINING CENTER, CHICAGO, ILL. 


Admiral Kerrn. The third category is for Marine Corps Reserve, 
ground. The first item there is for Reserve training center in Chi- 
cago, Ill., for $518,000. The justification is on page 56. 

r. Rexroap. Where is the Marine Corps Reserve training now?! 
Ts it in a rented facility in Chicago # 
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Admiral Kerru. In a leased facility with annual cost of $35,600. 
The maintenance cost is an additional $11,000 over the next 2 years. 
The present facility provides only classroom space for training. 

In addition, no outside training area is available. The parking 
facilities are below standard which adversely affects attendance by the 
Reserve personnel and is a detriment to recruiting new personnel. 
However, more es space is not available for lease and con- 
tinued leasing of present facilities after 1961 is not assured. There- 
fore, construction of new facilities is considered the most economical 
and satisfactory solution since the cost will be amortized within 15 
years. 

" Mr. Rexroap. This facility will take care of how many men? 

Admiral Kerrn. 400 men. 

Mr. Rexroap. All right, the next item. 

Admiral Kerrn. The next item is Marine Corps Reserve Training 
Center at Johnson City, Tenn. Training center and acquisition of 
land, page 58, $330,000. This is again a replacement center. 

Mr. Rexroap. Ofa leased facility ? 

Admiral Kerrn. Of a leased facility. 

Mr. Rexroap. This building will take care of how many men? 

Admiral Kerru. 150 officers and men at this Johnson City location. 

Mr. Rexroap. The next item. 


TRAINING CENTER, St. Louis, Mo. 


Admiral Kerrn. The next item is the Naval and Marine Corps Re- 
serve Training Center, at St. Louis, Mo. Training center $370,000, 
justification is on page 60. This I believe is the same center as the 


Navy one previously referred to but this is for the Marine part of the 
Reserve training center, which will be jointly used. 

Mr. Rexroap. This installation will be used jointly by the Navy 
and Marine Corps Reserve ? 

Admiral Kerrrn. With the two Reserves actually sharing the cost, 
putting up their proportionate share of it. We have a 1,400-man total 
in St. Louis. 

Mr. Rexroap. But there will not actually be any duplication of 
these two facilities? 

Admiral Kerrn. No, this is needed for the Marine training of their 
own personnel, the facilities for which we ask the $370,000. 

Mr. Rexroap. They could not use the previous facility which you 
discussed because of overcrowding ? 

Admiral Kerru. That was the one that due to flood control and the 


new levee going through the old center, it has to be destroyed and torn 
down. 


Mr. Rexroap. The next item. 


TRAINING CENTER, SAN RAFAEL, CALIF. 


Admiral Ke1rn. Marine Corps and Training Center at San Rafael, 
Calif. Training center, $490,000, justification for which is on page 62. 

Mr. Rexroap. Is this the replacing of an existing facility or is it 
anew facility ? 

Admiral Tete. This is again a replacement. It is in leased condi- 
tion and the leased conditions are poor and the present training center 
iscomposed of quonset huts which offer minimum utilization of floor 
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area and continual maintenance problems. Present facilities are in a 
low area and subject to flooding. 

Mr. Rexroap. The next item. 

Admiral Kerrn. I would like to add that this will be a joint ven- 
ture with the National Guard for this armory in San Rafael. 


Tampa, Fia., TRAINING CENTER 


The next item is Tampa, Fla., again it is a training center, justifica- 
tion on page 64, $391,000. : wi 

Mr. Rexroap. This is a replacement for an existing facility? 

Admiral Kerrn. Yes; it is replacement. : 

The present training center is located near the International Air- 
port. os to the expansion of the airport and the surrounding in- 
dustrial area this unit has no outlet to the water for use in the train- 
ing with its amphibian tractors. At the present time commercial 
transportation must be utilized to transport the amphibian tractors 
overland to the proposed site of the replacement training center to 
conduct both land and water driving. 

This is a replacement of an existing facility. It was erected in 
1941. 

Mr. Rexroap. The next item. 

Admiral Kerru. The continuing authorization for $950,000 is our 
last item and I would like to ask the Bureau of Yards and Docks to 
give you the information. 

Captain Corrapt. This is the amount that is estimated will be re- 
quired for planning, minor new construction, replacement of damaged 
facilities, and emergency construction for Naval Reserve Force proj- 
ects for fiscal 1960. 

_ Rexroap. How much money in this item did you have last 

ear ¢ 
ri Captain Corraprt. We had approximately $114 million in fiscal 
1959. This is a reduction to $950,000. 

Mr. Rexroap. Are you carrying any of that sum over in the new 
fiscal year ? 

Captain Corrapr. Yes; we will carry some of it over. We will 
carry about $102,000 of these funds uncommitted into fiscal 1960. So 
that added to the new request will be $1,052,000. 


REPROGRAMING ITEM 


Mr, Rexroap. Admiral Chew, I think we have a pending repro- 
graming item. 

Admiral Kerru. I was going to ask Commander Swope to speak 
to the reprograming item if that is satisfactory. 

Mr. Rexroap. It certainly is. 

Commander Swope. Yes, sir. I have been sworn. We have in 
Public Law 85-685 a number of items that were authorized and were 
later approved for funding at four naval air activities which subse- 

uently have been scheduled for disestablishment. The line items 
that have been approved total $1,617,000. We also had items author- 
ized last year in Public Law 85-685 in the amount of $1,239,000 which 
were not at the same time approved for funding. We are asking 
reprograming authorization on those items to utilize the savings 
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from the disestablished air activities for the nine items requested for 
funding at this time. This will in effect clean up all of our back 
authorization. It will give us funding approval for everything that 
has been authorized. In other words, next year there will be no carry- 
over of authorized but unfunded items. 

Mr. Rexroap. In this reprograming action is there danger of this 
money lapsing in 1959 or can you carry the money over? 

Commander Sworr. The money is available and can be carried over. 
We have not had the approval for funding of these items heretofore. 
This is the first time they have been up for funding. 

Mr. Rexroap. But you have the money available now if the commit- 
tee gives you approval for the reprograming action? 

Commander Swore. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Rexroap. And the plans are already drawn and you are ready 
to begin construction on this if the committee approves it? 

Commander Sworr. They are ready and we could begin construc- 
tion in very short order. The tentative apportionment of funds has 
been made. 

MARINE Corps RESERVE CENTER, ROCHESTER, N.Y. 


We also have one item which is a change of location on a Marine 
Corps Reserve center in Rochester, a training center. That was pro- 
gramed at one location. The desire is not to change from Rochester 
but merely to relocate to another building in the city of Rochester. 

Mr. Rexroap. Admiral, do you have anything else on the Reserve 
program ¢ 

Admiral Kerrrn. I think that completes what we had to present, sir. 

Mr. Rexroap. Mr. Reporter, I would like to submit for the record a 
memorandum on military construction, Naval Reserve Forces for fiscal 
year 1959, the reprograming request which sets forth in memorandum 
form the Navy’s requirement for reprograming. Also a letter to 
Senator Hayden, chairman of the Senate Appropriations Committee 
dated May 16, 1959. 

(The information referred to follows:) 


DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY, 
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF NAVAL OPERATIONS, 
Washington, D.C. 


MEMORANDUM FOR SENATE COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS 


Subject: Military construction, Naval Reserve Forces, fiscal year 1959 program ; 
request for reprograming of funding authority for certain line items. 


The decision, made in December 1958, to reduce the Naval Shore Establishment 
included the scheduled disestablishment of four Naval Reserve Air Stations. At 
three of these stations, there were projects for the construction of facilities 
which had previously been authorized and approved for funding, but against 
which no funds had been obligated. In this catagory are six line items at an 
estimated total cost of $1,617,000. Naturally, all action of these items was im- 
mediately stopped. The stations affected and the line items are: 


Amount 


— 


NAS Columbus, Ohio Jet fuel storage 
NAS Denver, Colo Jet engine test cell 

Do Tower removal and land acquisition 
Public works transportation facility-- 


Do 
NAS Niagara Falls, N.Y Cafeteria and welfare building 
Do Jet engine test cell 
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With the savings realized from the above disestablishments, it is requesteg 
that other Naval Reserve line items, which were authorized in the fiscal year 1959 
program, but for which, due to program limitations, no funding authority was 
requested, now be approved for funding. These continue to be valid require 
ments and represents an urgent need. The total estimated cost is $1,239,000 with 
individual line items as follows: 


Item Amount Funding 
authorized requested 


eens 


NAS, Atlanta, Ga Technical training building $480, 000 
NAS, Glenview, Ill Standby generator plant 99, 000 


NAS, South Weymouth, Mass---_. een of underground steam lines- 300, 000 
NAS, Willow Grove, Pa 99, 000 
NREF, Bloomington, ~ 70,000 
NREF, Olympia, Was 47,000 

N. & M.C.R.TC. § Heng Jose, Calif..| Land acquisition 78, 000 
NREF, Yakima, Wash Addition to training building_-..-.-- 4 48, 000 
“\s M.C.R.T.C., Steubenville, | Land aquisition 18,000 

hio. 


Approval of this request for the fiscal year 1959 will bring this program to the 
point where all authorized line items which continue to be valid\ requirements 
will be fully funded. 

This request is considered to be in the best interests of the Government and 
the Naval Reserve. 


W. T. SHIELDs. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 


Washington, D.C., May 16, 1959. 
Hon. Cart HAYDEN, 


Chairman, Committee on Appropriations, 
U.S. Senate, Washington, D.C. 


My Deak Mr. CHAIRMAN: There are at present nine line items, totaling 
$1,239,000, which were authorized by the Reserve Forces Facilities Act of 1958, 
Public Law 85-685, but which were not included on the fiscal year 1959 funding 
program. A valid ‘military requirement for these items exists as follows: 


Location Item Amount Funding 
authorized requested 


NAS, Atlanta, Ga Technical training building 
NAS, Glenview, Ill Standby generator plant 
NAS, South Weymouth, Mass Extension of underground steam lines_ 
NAS, Willow Grove, Pa Standby generator plant 
Training build 


BASE 


BR: 
822285 


M.C.R.T.C., Steubenville, 


& 


1 Has been cleared with Real Estate Subcommittees. 


Recent reductions in the Shore Establishment have nullified requirements 
for certain other Reserve Forces facilities line items which had been authorized 


and approved for funding in the total amount of $1,617,000. These items are 
as follows: 


Amount 


NAS, Columbus, Ohio Jet fuel storage 
NAS, "mica Colo Jet engine test cell 
‘Tower removal and land acquisition -- 
Do PW transportation facility 
NAS, Niagara Falls, N.Y--..-..-.---------------- Cafeteria and welfare building 
Bo Jet engine test cell 
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$480, 00 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION APPROPRIATIONS, 1960 309 


The Secretary of Defense and the Bureau of the Budget have approved the 
funding of the nine line items listed under paragraph 1 in the amount of $1,- 
239,000, utilizing the savings from the canceled items listed under paragraph 2. 

It is requested that approval be granted by your committee to add the nine 
line items, listed under paragraph 1, to the fiscal year 1959 funding list for the 
military construction, Naval Reserve Forces program. A similar request is 
being submitted to the chairman, Committee on Appropriations, House of Rep- 
resentatives. 


Should you desire additional information on this request I will be happy to 
furnish it. 


Sincerely yours, 


F. A. Bantz, 
Assistant Secretary of the Navy. 


COMMITTEE RECESS 


Mr. Rexroap. Admiral Chew, do you have any other statement you 
would like to make for the record before we recess? 

Admiral Curw. No, Mr. Rexroad. 

Mr. Rexroap. Captain Corradi, any statement ? 

Captain Corrapr. Nothing, sir. 

Mr. Rexroap. Admiral Ensey. 

Admiral Ensry. Nothing further. 

Mr. Rexroap. If not, we will recess until tomorrow at 2:30 p.m. 
at which time we will meet in executive session to hear the classified 
items from the Navy. Immediately thereafter we will take up the 
regular appropriation for military construction for the Air Force. 

(Whereupon, at 5:30 p.m., Tuesday, June 16, 1959, the committee 
was recessed, to reconvene at 2:30 p.m. Wednesday, June 17, 1959.) 
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WEDNESDAY, JUNE 17, 1959 
U.S. SENATE, 


SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, 
Washington, D.C. 
The subcommittee met at 2:40 p.m., pursuant to recess, in room 1114, 
New Senate Office Building, Hon. Francis I. Case, presiding. 
Present : Senator Case. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY 


CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM 


STATEMENTS OF REAR ADM. JOHN L. CHEW, DIRECTOR, SHORE 
ESTABLISHMENT DEVELOPMENT AND MAINTENANCE DIVISION, 
OFFICE OF CHIEF OF NAVAL OPERATIONS; REAR ADM. LOT 
ENSEY, ASSISTANT COMPTROLLER, DIRECTOR OF BUDGET AND 
REPORTS; AND CAPT. PETER CORRADI, DEPUTY CHIEF, BUREAU 
OF YARDS AND DOCKS 


STATEMENT BY THE CHAIRMAN 


Senator Casz. The committee will come to order. 

Senator Stennis is unavoidably absent. He asked me to proceed 
with the hearing. 

Admiral Chew, are you making the presentation ? 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Cass. You may proceed. 

I understand we are starting with the aviation facilities in book 1 


AVIATION F‘acrLiTiIes 


Admiral Curew. Aviation facilities book 1, page 180, sir. 

Senator Casz. You may proceed. 

Admiral Curw. The project, Mr. Chairman, having a security clas- 
sification of secret, is for the Fleet Air Detachment, . It includes 
four line items at the estimated cost of $15,730,000 . The proj- 
ect, as originally included in the authorization program, was for 8 
line items for $19 million. In the meanwhile, two changes have oc- 
curred. The Department of Defense has directed the Navy to ac- 
celerate implementation of the Joint Chiefs of Staff decision to pro- 
vide this extension. . To do this immediately, we pro- 
pose to utilize authorization for emergency construction granted in 
section 203 of Public Law 85-685, in order to proceed with four of 
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the items in the amount of $4,730,000—this estimate was recently re- 
duced to $3,660,000. This left four AEW No. 5 items in the program 
for $14,270,000 which, based on recently received Army Corps of Engi- 
neers’ estimates, has been revised to $15,730,000. 

Senator Case. Does that mean leaving out the flight facilities? 

Admiral Cuew. Those are the four facilities that we are accom- 
plishing under our emergency authorization. They are the addition 
to the powerplant, utilites, barracks, and supply facilities. Then the 
remaining items in this program are: 


OPERATIONAL CONTROL AND COMMUNICATION CENTER 


Item No. 1 is to provide an operational control and communica- 
tion. center at an estimated cost of $245,000. . This item con- 
sists of the installation of communication equipment in a 40-foot by 
120-foot space in the existing Navy hangar and the necessary struc- 
tural and electrical modification. Plotting, data processing, display, 
communication control, and control switching equipment will be 
installed in this space. 


COMMUNICATION FACILITIES, BARRACKS, AND UTILITIES 


Item No. 2 provides communication facilities, barracks, and util- 
ities at three locations at a total estimated cost of $6,286,000. 
This item is required to supplement existing inadequate communi- 
cation facilities and to provide reliability required by the Continental 
and North American Air Defense Commands and by the Atlantic 
Fleet. Facilities to house personnel at remote sites are also included. 
This item will provide at site No. 1 a communications build- 
ing, generator building, generator, and an emergency bunkroom. 
At site No. 2 a communication building, generator building, 
generator, barracks, and mess building are provided. Site No. 3 

and site No. 4 will have facilities similar to those at 
site No. 2. 

The third item is for two readiness hangars at an estimated 
cost of $5,225,000 which are required for preflight readying of air- 
craft and electronics. . In addition to the two hangar struc- 
tures the item will include airfield pavement, utilities, and fueling 
system. 

BACHELOR OFFICERS QUARTERS 


The fourth and final item is for a 145-man bachelor officers’ quar- 
ters at an estimated cost of $3,974,000. This item is required to house 
the officer personnel assigned to the U.S. Navy detachment ; 

Senator Case. Will this bachelor officers’ quarters be in addition to 
the quarters you have there now? Perhaps I had better phrase this 


the other way around. There is no possibility of using any of the 


quarters we have there at the present time for the small additional 
personnel ? 
Admiral Cuew. That has been very carefully explored. This is an 
added requirement for which there are no present quarters available. 
Senator Casz. I wish for my personal information you would ex- 
plain how the extension will be operated in connection with 
the main DEW line. Will the Navy have jurisdiction here? 
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EXTENSION OF DEW LINE 


Admiral Cuerw. This is a naval mission assigned by the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff and the extension of the DEW line is a naval respon- 
sibility. This is an extension purely of the DEW line, and it is our 
responsibilit 

enator Casz. What about in terms of distance? is the 
gap greater than the distance between other stations on the DEW 
line proper ¢ 

Admiral Cuew. The eastern extension will run over the 
sea. That is why it is assigned to us as a naval mission. 

Senator Casr. I was wondering if the distance between this and 
the next station to the west, whether that is any greater. 

Admiral Cuew. I think it is slightly uneven, sir. It would be 
back in our continental area . Lam not quite familiar with 
the distance. 

Senator Casz. Is there any operational problem for the distance? 

Admiral Cuew. There is no problem that I know of. There are 
certainly no unusual problems that are not normally associated with 
purely warning activities. 


CONTRACTUAL ARRANGEMENT 


Senator Case. What kind of contractual arrangement will you 
have for the construction ? 

Admiral Cuew. I would like to have Captain Corradi answer that. 

Captain Corrapr. The construction is accomplished under 
the jurisdiction of the Corps of Engineers of the Army as the single 
service having that responsibility there. They handle the negotia- 
tions for this construction out of the New York office. The actual 
construction is performed by a construction company, Gov- 
ernment sponsored. 

Senator Case. Are they in there now? 

Captain Corrant. Yes, sir. 

Senator Cass. Then this will be a negotiated contract ? 

Captain Corrapr. Yes, sir; all construction is negotiated with this 
one construction company. 

Senator Case. Isthata U.S. organized company ? 

Captain Corrapr. No, sir; ‘ 

Senator Casg. It is not subject to renegotiation on the basis of cost ? 

Captain Corrapr. I do not believe that it is subject to renegotiation. 
It is controlled by law. 

Senator Case. What is your experience with regard to the cost as 
compared with these estimates? 

Captain Corrapr. I think that the estimates that are submitted are 
quite realistic, inasmuch as construction has been going on there for 
some time. We have a very good experience base on which to make 
these estimates. Then it might change, as is apt to happen in any 
Government-controlled economy such as this. 


TECHNICAL ITEMS 


Senator Case. Will the company handle the technical items 
which Western Electric handled on the DEW line? 
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Captain Corrani. No, sir; they would not. They would be items 
furnished to them for installation. 

Senator Case. Does the modification or limitation on the projects 
in the amount you indicated earlier, Admiral, limit the capabilities 
of the facilities? 

Admiral Cuew. No,sir. This will complete the necessary construc- 
tion to provide an operable facility. 

Senator Case. But it will be fully operational ? 

Admiral Cuew. It will be; yes, sir. 

Senator Case. The next item. 

Admiral Curew. The next item, Mr. Chairman, is on page 195 of 
book 1. This also has a classification of secret. It is at the naval 
air facility . It consists of three line items in the total amount 
of $518,000. Although this facility is at a NATO base, the United 
States has a basic requirement to maintain a capability. In 
accordance with the NATO agreement, the “user nation” is required 
to provide the support facilities peculiar to its own needs. 


TESTING FACILITY 


The first item in this project is for a testing facility at an 
estimated cost of $276,000. This will provide facilities for the assem- 
bly, testing, and storing which must be pre-positioned at this 
NATO base for D-day requirements. 


BARRACKS WITH MESS 


The second item will provide barracks with mess at the estimated 
cost of $194,000. No ee or messing facilities are available for 
oO 


the U.S. Navy group of 5 officers and 50 enlisted men who will be 

stationed at . This line item will provide berthing spaces for 

the enlisted and messing facilities for both officers and enlisted 
rsonnel. 

The final item is for a bachelor officers’ quarters at an esti- 
mated cost of $48,000. This will provide quarters for the officers 
assigned to NAF . 

Senator Case. Under what kind of leasehold will we put these fa- 
cilities there under NATO agreement ? 

Admiral Cuew. As I understand it, it is under the user nation 
agreement. It is our responsibility as the user nation for this facility 
to provide for the construction of the facilities we propose. They 
happen to be peculiar to our needs. Consequently, they are our re- 
sponsibility, sir. 

CONSTRUCTION AGENCY 


Senator Casr. Who will be the construction agency ? 

Captain Corrapr. Mr. Chairman, the Corps of oiciadae has the 
construction responsibility in this area. They would supervise this 
construction for the Navy. 

Senator Casr. Will this be accomplished by negotiated contract or 
competitive bids or what? 

Captain Corrapt. I can only speak of the general practice, which is 
to take competitive bids, Mr. Chairman. If there is to be an excep- 
tion in this particular case we would have to investigate that and 
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supply that information to the committee. Their normal practice is 
to take competitive bids. 

Senator Case. Presumably that would be done with the barracks 
and the BOQs. What about the assembly and test facility ? 

Captain Corrapt. I think for the brick and mortar type of con- 
struction the normal type of contracting would be resorted to. For 
the installation of specialized or classified equipment the Corps of 
Engineers would, either procure the equipment and furnish to the 
construction contractor or award a separate contract for the installa- 


tion of this equipment. The equipment could also be installed by 
Government forces. 


BASIS OF ESTIMATES 


Senator Casr. Do you know about the basis for the estimates here? 
Have we any construction in this area ? 

Captain Corrapr. We do have other construction in this area. We 
have enough experience to have established firm estimating criteria. 
We have some preliminary engineering already accomplished for this 
project on which the estimates are based and are considered to be 
quite firm. 

Senator Case. This is the first construction that the United States 
will have? 

Captain Corrapt. I do not believe so. I cannot answer positively 
to that. 

Senator Case. I notice the table shows nothing in inventory at the 
present time. 

Captain Corrapt. This would be Navy inventory. There may be 
other U.S. construction at this location which is not under the Navy 
cognizance. 

Senator Case. Where will the command rest for this facility? 

Admiral Cuew. This would actually be a NATO command but for 
administrative purposes would be under the command of CINCNELM. 

Senator Case. The next project ? 


Furet SToRAGE FACILITIES ON GUAM 


Admiral Cuew. The next project, Mr. Chairman, is in book 2, 
page 9. This includes one line item at an estimated cost of $3,060,000 
to provide fuel storage facilities on the island of Guam. Incidentally, 
Mr. Chairman, this project was authorized and approved for funding 
last year but we were unable to place that under contract. It is still an 
urgent requirement and it will provide for the construction of a 
underground tankage with necessary pipelines and utilities. This 
was authorized and approved for funding last year, sir. 

Senator Case. This will provide fuel supply support for U.S. 
activities generally in the Guam area? 

Admiral Curw. Yes, sir. 

Senator Cuase. Again who will be the construction agency here? 

Captain Corrapt. In this case the Bureau of Yards and Docks will 
be the construction agency, Mr. Chairman. Contract plans and 
specifications have been completed for this facility since 1t was au- 
thorized last year and the estimate is based on firm plans. Competitive 
bids will be taken for the construction. 
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BIDDING SITUATION 


Senator Case. Do we find many bidders in Guam ? 
_ Captain Corrapt. We have been getting very good response; yes, 
sir. 

Senator Casr. Are they bidders from the States? 

Captain Corrapr. We have had primarily bidders from Hawaii, 
some from the States, some from Japan. There has been quite a lot 
of interest in this work. 3 

Senator Case. Will you put in the record the several agencies of the 
United States which will be supported by this fuel supply ? 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir. 

(The information referred to follows :) 

om Navy Supply Depot, Guam, provides fuel supply support for the following 
activities : 

(a) Naval Forces permanently based in the Marianas. 

(b) U.S. Coast Guard. 

(c) Naval contractors in the Marianas. 

(d) U.S. Air Force activities on Guam. 

(e) Naval Air Facility, Naha, Okinawa. 


(f) Backup support for the Fleet Fuel Facility, NSD, Subic Bay, Philippine 
Islands. 


NEED FOR FACILITY 


Senator Case. What is the real urgency for this? You must have 
considerable storage in Guam now. 

Admiral Cuew. No, sir. This is underground storage, sir. We 
have underground storage at Pearl and in reality, Guam is our most 


westerly, completely firm U.S. Territory outpost that we have in the 
Pacific. That is the reason for this requirement. 

Senator Case. And we do not have any underground there now? 

Admiral Cuew. I would have to provide for the record the total 
amount of underground storage. I believe there is some, sir. Just 
how much I do not know. Actually this storage is in support 
of the 7th Fleet and would, of necessity, reduce the length of the 

ipeline to have the fleet supplied from sources closer to the United 

tates. 

(The information requested follows :) 

The Navy has no true “underground” storage facilities for black oil on Guam. 
Instead we have storage tanks installed in an excavated area which are then 
covered by earth only a few feet deep. The capacity of these tanks is sub- 
standard and should be replaced. 

Senator Cassr. I direct your attention to the little table in the lower 
left-hand corner on page 10. I notice the quantity required in the 
total inventory is muted, net inventory authorization not yet 
in inventory. Does that authorization not yet in inventory refer to 
an existing authorization for quantity equal to what you are here 
magne or is that in this item before us ? 

aptain Corrapr. The authorization not in inventory, Mr. Chair- 
man, is the authorization which was granted under Public Law 85- 
685, I believe it is, last year’s authorization act. 

Senator Case. So that is the authorization. Here you are asking 
for the funding. 

Captain Corrapr. We are asking for the funding. 

Admiral Cuew. We are asking for the funding. This was both 
authorized and approved for funding last year. 
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Senator Case. If you get this, this will still leave the deficiency 
based upon standard requirements? 

Captain Corrapt. Yes, sir. 

Senator Casr. The next item. 


PEARL HARBOR FACILITIES 


Admiral Cuew. The next item, Mr. Chairman, is on page 12, Pearl 
Harbor, the supply center. The item consists of two items. The first 
line item is for the conversion of an existing underground bunker 
oil storage to urgently required aviation fuel storage at an estimated 
cost of $4,426,000. The present above-ground storage capacity for 
aviation fuels is insufficient to meet the increased requirements in addi- 
tion to not meeting the underground protection criteria. The 
naval fuel stocks to the forward areas will make the existing under- 

ound oil tankage at Pearl Harbor available for conversion to 
aviation fuel at a cost far less than that of new construction. The 
line item consists of converting four of the underground tanks 
by cleaning, altering, and installing pipelines and loading facilities. 

The second item at Pearl Harbor is for alterations within an exist- 
ing building for the installation of an electronic data processing 
machine at a cost of $170,000. This project is similar to the EDPM 
projects which I described previously. 

There were three of these. The item calls for modification of an 
area in an existing building suitable for operation of the rented equip- 
ment. The work includes the installation of the floors, ceilings, parti- 
tions, and special electrical power and lighting and air conditioning 


to protect the cana. 


enator Casr. Now construction in Oahu is under the Navy. 
Captain Corrapr. Yes, sir; the Bureau of Yards and Docks will 
handle the construction here. 


COMPETITIVE BIDDING 


Senator Casr. Will this be by competitive bidding? 

Captain Corrapr. Yes, sir; we will take competitive bids. The 
preliminary engineering has been completed for this project but 
final plans and specifications have not been started yet. 

Senator Cassz. Is our fuel storage in Oahu pooled? Or does each 
service have its own storage? 

Admiral Cuew. Actually this is the underground storage which 
at present is all black oil? Our project is for the conversion of 
part of this black oil storage for aviation fuel, sir. This is a Navy 
requirement. Actually, the Air Force was at one point very much 
interested in sharing this conversion project. 

Senator Case. What confused me is that there was a reference on 
page 13 to aviation fuels. As I reread the paragraph, apparently 
you wish to use some existing underground tanks to supply the avia- 
tion fuel requirement and then to convert this other for fuel oil. Is 
that correct ? 

AVIATION FUEL STORAGE 


Admiral Cuew. No, sir. It is just to convert the present black oil 
storage, part of it that we now have, to aviation fuel storage and 
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provide the necessary piping and pumping equipment. The tanks 
are presently there. 

Senator Case. Is there a heavy concentration of fuel storage there? 

Admiral Curw. This is the underground fuel storage at Red Hill, 
sir. I donot know whether you have seen it, Senator. 

Senator Casz. I was there in December. 

Admiral Cuew. It is in the side of the mountain. It is almost 
one of the engineering wonders of the world. 

Senator Case. It is if it is not too heavily concentrated. Of course 
I do not know, I presume that the area there was some natural 
protection but if the lines were broken I am afraid that there is a 
rather dangerous concentration. 

Admiral Cuew. It is pretty far underground, sir. Of course, it 
cannot be completely safe but it is as safe as present practice is able 
to construct it. 

COST OF PROVIDING NEW STORAGE 


Senator Cass. What would be the comparative cost of providing 
new storage as against this conversion ? 

Captain Corrapr. Our experience with new construction of this 
type is rather limited. However, I could make an analysis and pro- 
vide the information for the record. 

Senator Casr. I do not know whether I need for the record a com- 
parison or analysis of the figures such as a record of opinion, by 
the Navy, that it is better to convert this than it would be to provide 
independent storage at an independent and separate location. 

Captain Corrapt. The cost alone is in the nature of 5 to 10 times 
as much to provide new storage of this type elsewhere as it would 
be to convert these tanks. So far as the exact figures are concerned, 
I don’t have any with me. 

Admiral Cuew. As a comparative figure, Mr. Chairman, the proj- 
ect is at Guam and the cost is approximately $3 million. 

The project at Pearl is for conversion. b 

Senator Casg. That gives us a good picture. 

Captain Corrapt. Reduced to unit cost, now, that I understand 
what you are interested in, would cover new storage under- 
ground and conversion. So it is about four times. 

Senator Case. The next project. 


ESTIMATED COST 


Admiral Curw. The next project, Mr. Chairman, is on page 28. 
This has a security classification of secret. . Theestimated cost 
is $1,236,000. In the fiscal year 1959 military construction program, 
$1,236,000 was authorized for the construction of an ammunition 
storage and antisubmarine weapons facility. . This was to 
provide support to vessels overhauled or operating in the area. 

An ammunition storage and ASW facility to provide sup- 
port to vessels in the area remains as a most urgent require- 
ment. This requirement can be best fulfilled by the construction of 
this facility. . A request for approval to reprogram this 
project has been sent to the Armed Services and Appropriations Con- 
mittees of Congress. 
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Senator Case. Has the plan ———— been publicized in that area? 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir. 

Senator Cass. That is a long ways from South Dakota, but I did 
want to be sure that it is an established policy for program so that 
members of the committee who are not here present today will not 
say, What do you mean by passing this item. 

(Discussion off the record.) 


PROBLEMS FOR LOCAL COMMUNITY 


Senator Casr. We all recognize when those things happen it creates 
problems for the local community. 

Is the estimate for the facility changed from the 1959 authorization ? 

Captain Corrapt. The estimate is the same. 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir. 

Senator Cass. This is for the storage and ASW facility and does 
not require any additional housekeeping facilities? 

Admiral Cuew. No, sir. It will be constructed at the ammunition 
depot which will provide the housekeeping facilities and sup- 

ort. 

Senator Casr. The next project. 


POLARIS FACILITIES 


Admiral Cuew. The next project is for POLARIS facili- 
ties . 

The mission of these activities is to develop and test POLARIS 
missiles, components, and associated equipment for the fleet ballistic 


missile weapons system. An underwater launcher was constructed 

in fiscal year 1958. Development has progressed to the point 
where the requirement exists for launching live missiles of short- 
thrust duration up to a range of 3 miles. 

This item for $500,000 will provide a concrete pillbox type of build- 
ing for protection of personnel during observation of firing tests. 
In addition, instrumentation ashore and range safety equipment will 
be powered and installed. 

At the Atlantic Missile Range a project for $200,000 will provide 
for some minor additions to the POLARIS test complex. The items 
are reentry body building, addition to assembly building, guidance 
alinement pads, service structures, ground-handling equipment, stor- 
age building, instrumentation and calibration facilities in the port 
area, and cabling modifications. 

Senator Casz. Admiral, I was under the impression that the de- 
velopment of this was being made at Sunnyvale at the San Francisco 
Navy Yard. 


PROTECTION OF PERSONNEL 


Admiral Crew. No, sir. The pop-up, of which I am sure you have 
seen diagrams in some of the magazines. . The reason for the 
construction of the pillbox structure is because previously we have 
just launched the dummy and then caught it as it fell back into the 
net. Now, we intend to launch the short-duration thrust missiles, 
consequently, the personnel have to have some protection and in- 
strumentation to determine the adequacy of the functioning. 


42550—59——_21 
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Senator Case. At the San Francisco Navy Yard they were work- 
ing out the ejection problem. 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir; they did do that at the San Francisco 
Naval Yard, but this is for the actual test. 

Senator Casg. The actual test is handled at Canaveral? 

Admiral Cuew. The missile itself is tested at the Atlantic Missile 
Range, Canaveral, Fla. This is the underwater launching equip- 
ment to get it from its submerged launching platform in the >. 
marine. 

Senator Case. So the particular method that was used is that, not 
what was developed at the Navy Yard at San Francisco. 

Admiral Cuew. I believe they assisted in the development. 

Senator Casr. I got the impression that you cannot use the real 
propellant until you have gotten out of the water, that the problem 
they were working on there was getting it from the submarine to the 
surface. 

Admiral Cuew. That is correct. They worked on that at the yard 
in San Francisco. 

Senator Case. Have they changed that method? You speak about 
developing, fabricating, and testing. 


POP-UP TEST 


Admiral Cuew. No, sir; this is two separate projects. The first 
one is on the west coast. . This is a continuation of the pop- 
up test, which, as you say, is not with the propellant in it. From 
then on it will go for a short thrust duration. This is, again, not a 
test of the missile itself, but a test of the pop-up system, and then the 
ignition of the missile. The test at is for the missile itself, that 
is from the pad, sir. 

Senator Coes: This project in the minds of most Members of Con- 

ress, I think, has considerable priority. How are you regarding it 
in presenting it at this time? Are you ready for this? Do you need 
it now? 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir. We are on schedule and the requirement 
is as stated, sir. 

Senator Casr. The next project. 


ANTISUBMARINE WEAPONS BUILDING 


Admiral Cuew. On page 36, sir, an antisubmarine weapons 
building similar to the one which appears later in the program. The 
classification of this is also secret. The estimated cost is $388,000. 
The mission of this station is to receive, store, prepare, load, assemble, 
test, inspect, maintain, alter, overhaul, issue and segregate mines, 
underwater ordnance, bomb-type munitions, guided missiles, special 
weapons, torpedoes and rockets, and to perform other tasks and func- 
tions such as logistic support to other units as directed. This project 
will provide the capability for the assembly, maintenance, repair, 
and issue of advanced antisubmarine warfare weapons (ASROC). 
It consists of one building with a non-wall-bearing roof, two 12 inch 
reinforced concrete barricades between the missile assembly area and 
the inert operating area, sparkproof floor, blowout roof and walls, 
and humidity and temperature control. An anti-intrusion alarm 
system, security fencing, gatehouse, and utilities are included. 














the general 











MILITARY CONSTRUCTION APPROPRIATIONS, 1960 321 
Senator Case. In actual siting is this going to be right close in to 
complex ? 
Admiral Cuew. No, sir. I would estimate about 20 miles, 
as I remember driving it, and I have driven it a great many times, sir. 
Senator Case. When was this authorized ? 




































































le Admiral Cuew. This is in the 1960 authorization bill, sir. 
- Senator Case. That is in the bill which has not been reported yet? 
b. Admiral Curw. Yes, sir. 
Senator Case. You regard it as urgent enough to request financing? 
ot Admiral Curw. Yes, sir. 
Senator Case. The next project? 
al ANTISUBMARINE WARFARE BUILDING 
=m Admiral Cuew. The next project is quite similar, sir. It is for an 
he antisubmarine warfare building at an estimated cost of $622,000. Since 
they are similar buildings I am sure the cost differential will be 
rd noticed between it and the one which I have previously 
described. This one is similar except for the following factors. 
put Standby power and security room must be provided at a cost 
of $136,000. The powerlines can be run on existing poles, 
whereas underground ducts must be provided. These 
| factors account for the $234,000 difference in the cost estimate. 
rst Senator Case. The cost index alone does not explain the difference. 
op- You say there are some items in this project which are not in 
om the area ? 
t a Admiral Cuew. As I explained, the standby power and security 
the room already exist. . We have to include that. : 
hat Plus the fact that the powerlines can be run on existing poles, 
and they have to be put in underground ducts —— and those factors 
ae do increase the cost along with other cost factors. 
g it (Discussion off the record.) 
eed 
CONCENTRATION IN AREA 
ne Senator Case. The total concentration in the area is quite 
disturbing to me. I certainly hope you are not putting something 
of this sort in that is going to intensify that concentration in the 
immediate environs of the city. 
pons Admiral Cuew. It is true, it is in the harbor area. 
The (Discussion off the record.) 
000 Senator Casz. The next project? 
000. 
able, OvEeRSEAS LIMITED STORAGE SITE 
ines, 
ecial Admiral Cuew. The next project, Mr. Chairman, is on page 42. It 
unc- is for an overseas limited storage site. The estimated cost is 
oject $2,433,000. In fiscal year 1956 and 1958 a total of $8,618,000 was 
pair, authorized for the construction of ammunition storage facilities. 
JC). Because of a change in logistic considerations this facility 
inch is not required and a request is in process to reprogram the authority 
. and to construct the storage site. This facility will provide a 
ae quick means of satisfying, to a large extent, supreme allied com- 
a 





manders, Europe commander in chief, Europe increasing demands 
for positioning more weapons in this theater. It will support 














322 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION APPROPRIATIONS, 1960 


commander in chief, European Atlantic Mediterranean Forces and 
commander in chief, Atlantic Fleet requirements and provide addi- 
tional dispersion and will be particularly necessary if the facilities 
are reduced. The project consists of a weapons maintenance 
building; an inert warehouse and processing building, security fenc- 
ang, petzol road, anti-intrusion alarms and lighting. 
is is In essence a reprograming item. 

Senator Casr. In your statement you referred to a possible reduc- 
tion. .. Have you previously in this hearing given any state- 
ment about this situation ? 

Admiral Cuew. No, sir. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Cast. What was the authorization? Is this the same dollar 
authorization ? 

Admiral Cuew. Sir? 

Senator Case. Is this the same dollar authorization ? 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir; it is part of a larger amount. It is actu- 
ally a reduced dollar authorization, sir. 

Senator Case. But these items are the same? 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir. 

Senator Case. How will the construction be accomplished ? 

Captain Corrapt. Like all of our construction. . The ac- 
tual work would be accomplished by contractors or combina- 
tions who would be invited to submit competitive proposals. 
A good deal of the technical equipment and some of the specialized 
material is Government furnished and we provide that through our 
overall prime contractor in a joint venture. . They 
supervise all of the construction. 

enator Case. Do they break it down and deal with local contrac- 
tors for individual items in a program like this? 

Captain Corrapt. No, sir; I would say that in a program like this 
we would prepare complete contract plans and specifications by Link- 
wally and take competitive bids on the entire package. 


COST INDEX 


Senator Casr. What is the cost index ? 

Captain Corrapt. It is running a little over one, 1.1 by our records. 

Senator Case. We started out with what, about ? 

Captain Corrapt. We started out with 0.85, 0.9. When we started 
work our estimate had been that we could do it at about 1.0 
cost factor. Originally we did a little better than that but the 
Government has raised both labor and material prices since our work 


re aoe Case. The Government or our operations there, or 
t 


gees Corrapt. I can only speak for what we know. 
All wages and all material prices are fixed by the Govern- 


ment. 
Senator Case. But it might reflect the increasing construction, in 


fact, there is a great deal of military construction going on 
now. 
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Captain Corrapt. I believe it is a question of the law of supply and 
demand. There has been an increased demand for construction and 
I believe the increased prices reflect that. 

Senator Case. Are these estimates you are submitting based upon 
this 1.1 to 1 cost index ? 

Captain Corrapi. Yes, sir. 


COMPETITIVE BIDDING 


Senator Casz. And with competitive bidding if there is any benefit 
to be achieved we will get it? 

Captain Corrapt. The 1.1 cost factor is achieved through competi- 
tive bidding, Mr. Chairman. It is based on our experience to date. 

Senator Case. Would it be fair to say that if the situation 
were firm, that you would not have this requirement ? 

Admiral Cuew. No,sir. This is an additional requirement for pre- 
positioning weapons. I feel that this requirement exists whether we 
retain firm control or not. 

Senator Cass. Independent of that? 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir. 

Senator Case. But if the other were lost or modified, it would in- 
crease the emergency ? 

Admiral Cuew. It would be aggravated; yes, sir. 

Senator Case. The next project. 

Admiral Cuew. This is the last project in our program, Mr. Chair- 
man. It is on page 52, and provides for the completion of the 
team trainer facilit - at an estimated cost of $537,000. It is 
for the second and final increment of the building for which the first 
increment was approved last year. It will consist of a three-story 
addition to the two-story portion now under construction. The addi- 
tion will house four navigation trainers, model deck, tactical display 
rooms, computer spaces, workshops, and classrooms. This project is 
urgently required. 

(a) To provide training in one location in preparation for 
deployment. This is particularly important because of the low ex- 
perience level that can be expected in the submarine force as the full 
demands for qualified submarine personnel for the program 
are met. 

(6) To provide modern prosubmarine and diving control facilities 
for the basic, refresher, and team training for submarine crews. 

Senator Case. Recognizing that the program as a whole is 
one of considerable priority, would you say that this project is both 
essential and urgent if the schedule operationally is to be 
achieved ? 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir. 

Senator Casr. That is all that I have here on the list. 

Admiral Cuew. That completes our program, Mr. Chairman. 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
Muuirary ConsTrucrion APPROPRIATIONS 


STATEMENTS OF HON. M. A. MacINTYRE, UNDER SECRETARY OF 
THE AIR FORCE; BRIG. GEN. C. F. DREYER, DEPUTY DIRECTOR 
OF CIVIL ENGINEERING; BRIG. GEN. R. H. CURTIN, DEPUTY DI- 
RECTOR FOR REAL PROPERTY; COL. E. R. JACKSON, DIRECTORATE 
OF CIVIL ENGINEERING; COL. M. T. EDMONDS, DIRECTORATE OF 
CIVIL ENGINEERING; COL. J. A. DARBY, DIRECTORATE OF OP- 
ERATIONS; AND MR. LEWIS E. TURNER, OFFICE OF ASSISTANT 
SECRETARY OF THE AIR FORCE (FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT) 


GENERAL STATEMENT 


Senator Casr. Will Secretary MacIntyre take the stand ? 

Mr. MacIntyre. I have a prepared statement, Mr. Chairman; if you 
deem it appropriate it might be just as well in the interest of time if I 
hit the highlights only. 

Senator Case. Mr. Secretary, the clerk advises me that Senator 
Stennis has been following the habit of swearing the witnesses at all of 
these hearings whether executive or not. If those who are going to 
testify will stand, please. 

Later will someone give the names to the clerk. 

Do you solemnly swear that the evidence you are about to give before 
this subcommittee will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but 
the truth, so help you God. 

Mr. MacIntyre. I do. 

General Dreyer. I do. 

General Curtin. I do. 

Mr. Turner. I do. 

Colonel Jackson. I do. 

Colonel Epmonps. I do. 

Colonel Darsy. I do. 

Colonel Woops. I do. 

Colonel CarmicHaet. I do. 

Colonel Yates. I do. 

Mr. Surir. I do. 

Mr. Grszens. I do. 

Mr. Jensen. I do. 

Mr. Hatt. I do. 

Mr. Anverson. I do. 

Mr. Lavauieez. I do. 

Colonel Miter. I do. 

Colonel Ecxuarpr. I do. 

Colonel Lucas. I do. 

Colonel Berry. I do. 

General Wuson. I do. 

Colonel Mets. I do. 

Colonel Batrisen. I do. 

Colonel Suitu. I do. 

General Vinat. I do. 

Mr. Lyncn. I do. 
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Senator Cass. The list of witnesses who have taken the oath will be 
submitted to the clerk. 

Mr. Secretary, may I say I welcome the opportunity of hearing your 
testimony. 

Perhaps I should say in self-defense that I was recently assigned 
to the Appropriations Committee as ex officio from the Armed Services 
Committee. 

I understand you have a statement. I shall be glad to have you 
submit the statement for the record and then to highlight the pertinent 

arts of it and to apr with your presentation as you and General 
Dreyer and the other staff members may have planned. 


PREPARED STATEMENT 


Mr. MacIntyre. I would like to suggest that I submit it, and then 
merely highlight it. I would like particularly under the circum- 
stances, to make myself available for questions. This procedure might 
be more helpful to you than reading parts of the statement which 
are fairly standard. 

(The statement referred to follows :) 


Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, it is my pleasure to present the 
Department of the Air Force military construction appropriation programs for 
fiscal year 1960. This year, as in all recent years, the requirement for con- 
struction of additional facilities contained in these programs is an urgent one. 
The necessity to provide them arises directly from the need to maintain the strong- 
est possible Air Force to insure the peace and security of the United States. 
These programs are the results of continuous consideration by the major air 
commands, the Air Staff, and review authorities. This review pattern has been 
designed to insure that only the most urgent facilities to support the opera- 
tional forces and to accommodate the personnel who make up these forces 
are included. 


THREE AIR FORCE MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROGRAMS 


For fiscal year 1960 the Department of the Air Force military construc- 
tion programs embrace three appropriations. These appropriations, and the 
amounts of new obligating authority requested, are: “Military construction, 
Air Force, $894 million”; “Military construction, Air Force Reserve, $4 mil- 
lion”; and “Military construction, Air National Guard, $17 million.” 


ORDER OF PRESENTATION 


The Air Force presentations in support of these requests have been carefully 
designed to provide full information as to the operational requirements for 
each line item, the nature of the line item, and the basis of the indicated cost 
estimates. In the next few moments, I shall outline the major objective of 
the assigned Air Force mission, and discuss the most pressing military con- 
struction requirements arising from that mission. Then General Dreyer, Deputy 
Director of Civil Engineering, will discuss the construction requirements in- 
cluded in the fiscal year 1960 military construction appropriation program and 
the efforts we have made to.insure a realistic program. The Air Force Reserve 
and Air National Guard construction programs will be presented following com- 
pletion of discussions of the Regular Air Force military construction program. 

In all of the above, it is our purpose to provide full and accurate informa- 
tion for your consideration of the Air Force programs. 


NATIONAL DEFENSE 


ry 

In the next few moments I desire to make a few comments as to the Air 

Force position in the U.S. defense posture, and to present our fund require- 
ments for military construction in fiscal year 1960. 
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Our current defense thinking must be tuned to the developments which 
have arisen in the missile age which is now upon us. The science of rocketry 
has created the capability of launching intercontinental ballistic missile weapons 
with atomic warheads. The reality of this capability has brought about sub- 
stantial changes in the national objectives and requirements of our military 
forces. 

The primary adjustments in our military forces and weapons are the result of: 

(1) Recognition of the potential of the missile weapons ; 

(2) The effects of missile weapons upon the use of our other weapons; and 

(3) Our military capabilities and the policies which such capabilities can 
and must support. 

CHARACTERISTICS OF MISSILES 


The intercontinental ballistic missile has a range of 5,500 miles, which it 
travels in a period of 30 minutes. The intermediate range ballistic missile 
has a range of 1,500 miles which it travels in 10 to 12 minutes. Although the 
current missile weapons do not carry a warhead of the size that might be 
carried in modern bombers, they are many times more powerful than the 
Hiroshima bomb. The accuracy and reliability of these missiles are subject 
to further refinement through experience. However, their accuracy can now 
be well within the destructive range of their warheads, and their overall re. 
liability, that is, the chances of a successful launch, flight, and impact in an 
expected circle of probable error in one continuous operation, is constantly 
improving. Of the two qualities, accuracy is more important. Two or three 
missiles can take care of one target if the accuracy is sufficient. 

The most disconcerting factor in the development of missile weapons is the 
fact that the United States will not be the only possessor. 


POLICY 


It is our expressed national policy to maintain a military capability to re. 
taliate, instantly, by means and at places of our choosing. This retaliation is 
to be exercisable not only following a first blow directed at the continental 
United States, but also following a blow at the forces of an ally. We are, in 
short, under all circumstances undertaking to have a capability to exercise re- 
taliation at our discretion. This is the heart and soul of what is spoken of as 
the deterrent. All our forces—land, sea, and air—contribute in varying degrees 
to this deterrent. The force which today contributes in the greatest degree is 
the Strategic Air Command and its bombers. 

Our deterrent policy is not limited to the establishment of forces which can 
survive and retaliate after an attack upon us. Our forces must be so constituted 
as to neutralize under all conditions of external threat, the bomber and missile 
forces that could devastate us. Our forces, and an unquestioned belief in their 
effectiveness, must forestall the attack of the potential enemy. The creation of 
such forces is difficult. Many different weapons and means must contribute to 
create forces which will have such general effectiveness—the airplane, sub- 
marine, and the missile. 

It has been suggested that the missile age involves a further withdrawal to 
fortress America rendering overseas bases and installations useless. The very 
fact of the existence of our overseas bases and forces encourages me to believe 
that a possible stalemate can be avoided. Our allies, and our forces among 
them, scattered throughout the world represent a necessary target for our poten- 
tial enemy. They present a target that is a far more complex job successfully 
7 attack by surprise than is the job of attacking the continental United States 

one. 


CONCLUSIONS 


These remarks may be briefly summarized in the following points of good de 
fense thinking in the missile age: 

First, our national policy does not necessarily grant to a potential enemy the 
advantage of an attack on the continental United States before launching our 
nuclear missile retaliation. Second, our military posture is designed to destroy 
the warmaking capacity of the potential enemy. Third, the missile age requires 
forces measured separately for (a) capability to neutralize substantially the 
military forces of a potential enemy and (b) assurances of general retaliatory 
devastation after surprise attack upon us. Fourth, limited conflicts will require 
allies and bases throughout the world either to meet the prods under a stalemate 
or to complicate the surprise attack burden of a common potential enemy. 
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FISCAL YEAR 1960 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION APPROPRIATION PROGRAM 


The regular fiscal year 1960 military construction appropriation program will 
provide the facilities for the new weapon systems being brought into the Air 
Force and increases the effectiveness of our existing weapon systems to provide 
maximum effective operational capability under assigned missions. This pro- 
gram for which funding approval is requested today totals $898 million. The 
facilities included in this program are divided in the following three significant 
mission areas: iba 


STRATEGIC FORCES 


Today, the objective of our Army, Navy, and Air Force is to provide adequate 
deterrent power. Central to this deterrent power is the Strategic Air Com- 
mand. For its purposes we request $492 million, or 55 percent of the total fiscal 
year 1960 military construction appropriation program. 

The major portion of the funds for strategic purposes, $405 million, is devoted 
to the provision of facilities for the ATLAS, TITAN, and MINUTEMAN pro- 
grams—the Air Force intercontinental ballistic missile programs, the SENTRY 
and MIDAS satellite programs, and the HOUND DOG and QUAIL strategic 
missile programs, 

This program will provide additional operational sites for the ATLAS and 
TITAN ICBM’s. The sites will be constructed in configurations to provide an 
increased degree of dispersal, protection, and capability for rapid launch in event 
of attack. Beginning with this program, hardened construction will be pro- 
vided for some of the ATLAS and all of the TITAN sites to withstand substantial 
overpressures. 

Test and launching facilities are included for the MINUTEMAN solid propellent 
ICBM. Based on estimates of cost effectiveness, we believe that the MINUTE- 
MAN is the missile that should be put into quantity production. MINUTEMAN 
is smaller and cheaper than the first generation missiles, easier to protect and 
capable of quicker reaction. However, at the present time it is the ATLAS 
followed by the TITAN, as these missiles come into the operational forces, which 
gives us the assurance of retaliation in these earlier years when a Soviet ICBM 
capability will probably reach substantial proportions. 

It must be emphasized that timely construction of launch facilities is basic 
to the establishment of these weapon systems in being. The funding approvals 
requested today are directly related to the attainment of the scheduled opera- 
tional dates for the systems. These funds will provide the platforms from which 
the missiles can be fired. 

Funds are requested also for our two air to surface missiles: QUAIL and 
HOUND DOG and the satellite programs SENTRY and MIDAS. 

The remaining portion of the funds requested (S87 million) for the Strategic 
Forces will provide additional facilities to support our bomber and tanker air- 
craft and other elements of the overall strategic mission. 


DEFENSE 


Air defense forces make a significant contribution to the deterrent and to the 
security of our country. For our Defense forces, $219 million, or 24 percent 
of the total program, is requested for fiscal year 1960. 

In this period when bombers and missiles both represent a threat to our 
security, it is inevitable that we think in terms of the “air breathing” threat 
and the “missile” threat. Tne air breathing threat consists of conventional 
aircraft and the possibility of air breathing missiles, as opposed to the threat 
arising from the increasing capability in ballistic missiles. 

The major portion of our fund requirements, $186 million, is requested for 
facilities to cope with the air breathing threat. Such facilities include: $51 
million for the aircraft control and warning system: $23 million for interceptor 
facilities; and $10 million for other defense elements of the Air Defense mission. 
It includes $71 million for additional facilities for SAGH, including hardened 
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combat centers. These centers must be constructed to survive attack and retain 
capablity to direct the air battle. It also includes $10 million for the first incre 
ment of hardened construction for a combat operations center from which the 
North American Air Defense Command will direct and control the Air Defense 
of the United States and Canada. 

Also in the category to defeat the air breathing threat the Air Force requests 
$21 million for the BOMARC interceptor missile and related support items, 
Through fiscal year 1959 Congress has authorized and funded 14 locations for 
BOMARC missile facilities. In the accompanying program the Air Force re- 
quests funding for an additional five sites. These sites will accommodate the 
much improved, solid propellent B model with increased range and capability. 
The availability of defense forces utilizing the BOMARC missile provides a 
capability for instantaneous reaction, high rate of fire, and concentration of 
fire power for maximum destruction of the attackers. The Air Force foresees 
a continuing need for the integrated capability of the BOMARC missile and 
manned interceptors to defend against the air breathing threat. 

Against the missile threat, the Air Force requests $33 million for the second 
increment of technical and support facilities for a Ballistic Missile Early Warn- 
ing System. 

OTHER OPERATIONAL SUPPORT 


Finally, $187 million, or 21 percent of the total program, is requested for con- 
struction projects to support our tactical forces, the Military Air Transport 
Service, and other construction projects which do not specifically relate to any 
single mission area, but the requirement for which is equally basic to the effec. 
tive performance of the Air Force. 

For the tactical mission the Air Force requests $29 million, including $16 
million for hardened operational facilities for the MACE missile system at 
locations outside the United States and $13 million for operational, maintenance, 
and support facilities at various locations. For the MATS mission $5 million is 
required, including $3 million for various airfield lighting and maintenance fa- 
cilities and $2 million to replace outmoded temporary structures on Wake Island 
which must be razed to accommodate construction of a runway extension and 
warmup holding pad by the Federal Aviation Agency in the area now utilized 
by the Air Force. 

Other significant items embraced by this category include the provision of 
research, development, and test facilities in the amount of $22 million; $21 
million for facilities at Andrews Air Force Base, Md., to continue the transfer 
of Air Force fiying activities from Bolling Air Force Base and Washingion 
National Airport; $56 million for the necessary annual increments of planning, 
minor construction, off-base access roads, acquisition of minor real estate in- 
terests, and support of the title VIII and Surplus Commodity family housing 
— and $54 million for training, depot operations, and oversea theater 
lorces. 


TOPICS FOR SPECIAL COMMENT 


This completes my discussion of our specific program categories and their 
related dollar requests. In the remainder of my statement I wish to discuss 
two significant elements of the military construction appropriation program for 
the regular forces that we present today. 


REPLACEMENT 


I wish to emphasize the necessity for continuing a minimum program of 
replacement of our older facilities. This program contains just $24.3 million 
for replacement. When one considers that the Air Force possesses a physical 
plant inventory which is valued at approximately $10 billion, the magnitude of 
this request is small indeed. Under these circumstances only the most urgent 
facilities have been submitted to this committee for funding approval. 

The major portion of the amount for replacement, approximately $14.0 million, 
is requested for hospitals, including $6.9 million for Sheppard AFB, $4.9 million 
for Clark AFB, and $2.2 million for George AFB. The second major portion, 
$3.5 million, replaces airmen dormitories. The balance of the funds requested 
for this purpose, $6.8 million, will provide operations, maintenance, supply, and 
personnel facilities at various locations. 
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FAMILY HOUSING 


The Air Force continues its effort to provide adequate family housing for 
its military personnel. The lack of adequate family housing reduces the overall 
operational effectiveness of our forces. It results in the allocation of an exces- 
sive proportion of our resources to training personnel replacements. It delays 
responses to alerts because of the long distances from quarters to the base 
and lowers morale due to separation of Air Force families. The provision of 
an ne quantity of family housing helps immeasurably to alleviate these 
problems. 

The Air Force fiscal year 1960 appropriation program requests a total of $11.8 
million for family housing. Of this amount $1.8 million will be utilized in the 
appropriated family housing program to construct 108 housing units at Air 
Force locations where the title VIII, surplus commodity, and other programs 
cannot be utilized. This money is requested for family housing programs at 
four aircraft control and warning sites in the United States. 

The Air Force requests $9 million for the title VIII housing program. This 
program, which furnishes the major portion of the Air Force family housing 
in the United States, at the present time totals 63,282 units. As of April 1959, 
20 projects totaling 11,408 units have been completed and accepted by the Air 
Force. Sixty-eight projects totaling 30,999 units are under construction; and 
an additional 20,715 units are in various stages of planning, approval, and 
design. (Since April, an additional six title VIII projects have been completed 
and accepted, which has made available an additional 3,708 family housing 
units.) 

The surplus commodity program has been of great assistance in providing 
housing in foreign countries. In fiscal year 1960 the Air Force requests dollar 
support for a surplus commodity program of 940 family housing units consisting 
of 12 projects in 5 countries. The countries in which surplus commodity hous- 
ing programs will be undertaken after funding approval by this committee 
include Crete, Italy, Pakistan, Spain, and Turkey. Support for this program 
consists of procurement of materials and certain design, administrative, and 
supervision services which cannot be obtained with foreign currencies since 
they are not available in the host country. For these purposes the Air Force 
requests approval of $1 million. 

CONCLUSION 


Mr. Chairman, this completes my presentation and discussion of the Air 
Force’s fiscal year 1960 military construction appropriation program. In sum- 
mary, it is evident that the continuing pressure for new and more powerful 
weapon systems in fiscal year 1960 and for the foreseeable future will require 
a construction effort in an equal or greater magnitude. In this connection, 
Secretary Douglas forecast to this committee 1 year ago that expenditures in 
the current year would approximate $1 billion; the latest fiscal reports support 
this estimate. This program has been very carefully and thoroughly prepared. 
It is an austere program and it is an urgent one. Should additional informa- 
tion be required by yourself, Mr. Chairman, or by any of the committee members, 
these Air Force representatives will be pleased to obtain it. 


DEPARTMENTAL POLICY 


Mr. MacIntyre. Mr. Chairman, after I have testified and made 
myself available, General Dreyer will take up in somewhat more 
detail the nature of our requirements and the method and means by 
which we have estimated the costs and selected the projects which are 
part of the program. 

At the beginning I would like to summarize the policy which we 
are, I believe, expressing in the fiscal year 1960 military construction 
appropriation programs we are submitting to you today. The Air 
Force is requesting $894 million for the Regular Air Forces $4 million 
for Air Force Reserve construction, and $17 million for Air National 
Guard construction. ’ 

As to policy it is, as you know, our expressed national policy to 
maintain a military capability to retaliate, instantly, by means and 
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at places of our choosing. This retalitation is to be exercisable not 
only following a first blow directed at the continental United States, 
but also following a blow at the forces of an ally. 

We are, in short, under all circumstances, undertaking to have 
a capability to exercise retaliation at our discretion. 

This is the heart and soul of what is spoken of asthe deterrent. All 
our forces, land, sea, and air, contribute in varying degrees to this 
deterrent. 

STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND FORCE 


The force which today contributes in the greatest degree is the Stra- 
tegic Air Command and its bombers. 

Our deterrent policy is not limited to the establishment of forces 
which can survive and retaliate after an attack upon us. 

Our forces must be so constituted as to neutralize under all con- 
ditions of external threat, the bomber and missile forces that could 
devastate us. Our forces, and an unquestioned belief in their effec- 
tiveness, must forestall the attack of the potential enemy. 

The creation of such forces is difficult. Many different weapons 
and means must contribute to create forces which will have such gen- 
eral effectiveness, the airplane, submarine, and the missile. 

Senator Casr. Mr. Secretary, if you do not mind an interruption, 
you say an unquestioned belief in their effectiveness. You mean an 
unquestioned belief in the effectiveness of the deterrent capability of 
the United States on the part of the potential enemy. 

Mr. MacIntyre. On the part of the potential enemy. 

Senator Case. As well as our own. 

Mr. MacIntyre. What he believes may be even more important 
than what we believe. 

It has been suggested that the missile age involves a further with- 
drawal to fortress America rendering overseas bases and installa- 
tions useless. The very fact of the existence of our overseas bases and 
forces encourages me to believe that a possible stalemate can be 
avoided. 

Our allies, and our forces among them, scattered throughout the 
world, represent a necessary target for our potential enemy. They 

resent a target that is a far more complex job successfully to attack 

surprise than is the job of attacking the continental United States 
one. 
DEFENSE THINKING IN THE MISSILE AGE 


Now these wowed statements lead me to summarize the following 
a 


points as to what we think is good defense thinking in the missile age. 

First, our national policy does not necessarily grant to a potential 
enemy the advantage of an attack on the continental United States 
before launching our nuclear missile retaliation. 

Second, our military posture is designed to destroy the warmaking 
capacity of the potential enemy; 

hird, the missile age requires forces measured separately for— 

(a) Capability to neutralize substantially the military forces of a 
potential enemy ; and 

(5) Assurances of general retaliatory devastation after surprise 
attack upon us. 
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Fourth, limited conflicts will require allies and bases throughout the 
world either to meet the prods under a stalemate or to complicate 
the surprise attack burden of a common potential enemy. 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM CATEGORY REQUESTS 


Specifically, in relation to our program, we have categorized it in 
three compartments. The first is what I would call strategic, 
amounting to $492 million of the program. 

The second is defense, primarily air defense, of the continental 
be 9 States. The request for this category is approximately $219 
million. 

Finally, the category we have called other operational support, 
which are various, miscellaneous missions coming to approximately 
$187 million, a total of $898 against which reimbursements of $4 mil- 
lion bring us back to the original figure of $894 million of new appro- 

riation. 
e Senator Casr. Are these figures which you give us reflective of the 
so-called master plan which Secretary McElroy discussed at the 
Armed Services Committee in the past few days? 

Mr. MacIntyre. No, sir; they are not. The one change that might 
be brought about by the master plan I will refer to in connection 
with air defense. The change may involve an adjustment to the 
amount of approximately $21 million contained in this program for 
five additional sites for BOMARC. 

As you know, the master plan would call for a certain number and 
our program here would exceed that number by three. So some 
adjustment in that regard might have to be made. In that case, 
however, we have other items not in the program which we might well 
wish to offer as substitutes. 

Senator Case. You are thinking in terms of total dollar require- 
ments ? 

Mr. MacIntyre. Yes, sir. 

Senator Case. Of course, the other side of the so-called master 
plan, the modification or augmentation, whatever it may be, of the 
NIKE-HERCULES program, will not be presented by you? 

Mr. MacIntyre. That is correct, sir. 

There are other elements of it which are reflected in here in terms 
of SAGE and our radar program, but until this final detailed imple- 
mentation the best I can tell you at the moment is that there will be 
very little, if any, change substantially in this program except for 
the BOMARC site construction work. 

Senator Cass. The Air Force has the command of Norad. 

Mr. MacIntyre. No, sir; Air Force does not. Norad is a unified 
command. 

Senator Casr. General Partridge is an Air Force officer? 

Mr. MacIntyre. That is right. 

Senator Cass. The Air Force as such does not supervise Norad? 

Mr. MacIntyre. That is correct. 

Senator Casr. It does supervise Conad ? 

— MacIntyre. That is right, for administrative purposes in 
effect. 

Senator Casr. Proceed. 





332 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION APPROPRIATIONS, 1960 


STRATEGIC CATEGORY 


Mr. MacIntyre. Within the innings category of $492 million the 
basic items are $370 million for ballistic missile site construction. 
This in effect completes the ATLAS program as presently planned 
and contributes some additional squadrons of TITAN that will come 
into operation in 1961, and early 1962. 

Since there is approximately a 30- to 33-month leadtime on the 
construction of intercontinental ballistic missile sites this money is 
the only money available for operational sites to become operational 
through 1962. 


B-—52 BASES 


In addition to the $370 million for ballistic missile construction 
there is approximately $30 million for further dispersal of SAC in 
accordance with the Domed program that you are aware of. This 

rogram will provide for housing one squadron of B-52’s per base. 
This amount includes funds for the conversion of four B-47 to B-52 


bases. 
B-58 BASES 


In addition there is approximately $21 million for construction 
of facilities to support the B-58 aircraft which will be coming into 
the inventory from prior oe Most of the $21 million will be 
spent at Richard Bong Air Force Base, which will be a B-58 base. 

Finally, there is approximately $34 million for three very special 
and very important items. These programs includes the QUAIL 
and HOUN D DOG decoys which go with the B-52’s; the SENTRY 


= am, which is our reconnaissance satellite program; and the 
TDA 


S program, which needs readout stations on the ground pro- 
vided in this program) and which is the infrared satellite detection 
system. 

Those are the items, in brief, which are included within the $492 
million and represent the highest priority. 


Atm DEFENSE FACILITIES 


For the defense category the Air Force requests approximately 
$219 million. The largest single element is about $57 million, which 
will provide for eight of the nine SAGE supercombat centers now pro- 
gramed for the SAGE system. These are the nine centers that will 
control the nine areas overall into which the United States is divided. 

I would like to comment here that these areas are coextensive 
geographically with the areas that the FAA plans for its en route 
air control system and we expect to have colocation with their facilities, 
in the same brick and mortar in most instances, so that we will get 
effective interchange of information and views and perhaps even to 
some extent personnel. 

The next large item in this $219 million for defense is $33 million 
for the second increment of the ballistic missile early warning 
program. 

ou will recall that under this program there are two basic stations 
which we are ne. 

_Finally, there are three or four items which complete this defense 
picture. One is the BOMARC figure to which I referred and which 
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may be changed or eliminated as the implementation of the master plan 
comes along. 

Senator Gaim. Do you know when the committee will get that revised 
BOMARC program? 

Mr. MacIntyre. There have been some revised figures which they 
have been working on. I am not sure they are final. I think the 
House has given us some tentative figures. It involves reestimate 
of cost and it is predicated on a certain number of sites. 

Presumably this information will be available sometime soon. 

Senator Case. Your original request was for five additional sites? 

Mr. MacIntyre. Correct. 


REESTIMATING BOMARC PROGRAM COSTS 


Senator Case. That would make a total of 19? 

Mr. MacIntyre. That is correct. 

What we are doing now is reestimating the total cost of the 
BOMARC program, even in relationship to those which have pre- 
viously been appropriated for, to see what the total site construction 
program settles down at in figures and then proceed to make the 
adjustment here. 

enator Case. Are you free in open session to discuss the operation 
of the BOMARC? 

Mr. MacIntyre. No, sir. You will recall that there are two 
BOMARCS, BOMARC A and BOMARC B, which have some slightly 
different characteristics. BOMARC B is now initially being pro- 
cured with the 1959 money. 

The 1960 program is entirely BOMARC B. 

Senator Case. I must say that either my memory was faulty or that 
we were given in a hearing operational dates which varied somewhat 
from what I have been anticipating from the hearings with the Air 
Force people. 

Mr. MacIntyre. I am sure we can give you the dates, but there may 
have been a mixup as between BOMARC A and BOMARC B. 

BOMARC A will be, I hope, in operation this fall. 

BOMARC B will not come into operation—I would hesitate to 
guess at the present fix on the date for BOMARC B. 

But BOMARC A is coming into operation at McGuire this fall. 

Senator Case. Can you answer this question in open session: Are 
those dates reflective of normal planning or could it be expedited if it 
seemed desirable to get BOMARC B into operation earlier? 

Mr. MacIntyre. I will answer it this way, Mr. Chairman: We 
have already shifted to procurement of BOMARC B’s. I doubt that 
the operational dates in respect to the B’s the initial dates, could be 
accelerated. 

The later dates as we move down the sites could be accelerated if 
the procurement is accelerated. 

In other words, present procurement plans are to go to production of 
Xamonth. If you went up to somewhat higher than that, you would 
get BOMARC b’s for the sites toward the end of the program sooner. 


_ Senator Case. Could 7 step up the other stages of the program, 
installations, and crews 
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Mr. MaciInrrre. The installations for the most part are on their 
way although there has been, I think by now, some delay due to the 
holdu while the master plan is being considered and shaken down. 

So Give will be some slippage in the construction. } 

Senator Case. One factor in arriving at a sound decision on the 
extent of the BOMARC program is the date at which the sites will be 
made operational. That isin my mind and in the minds of the members 
of the committee that I have heard discuss it. 

Mr. MacInryre. I think that would be true, but I think it is a mis- 
take to make everything depend on that, or even to permit an important 
part of the decision to depend on that, because it is not the date 
necessarily that the sites will become operational, by a month or two 
one way or the other, as it is what can be done with the weapons once 
they are available and operational, and how long they will be useful. 

Senator Case. The phrase you just used, how long it is useful, goes 
to the date at which it comes in. If it comes in a year earlier, then it 
has more value for the interim or for the period than if it comes a 
year later? 

Mr. MacIntyre. This is undoubtedly true, but my point is that the 
expectation is that it will be useful for quite a period of time. 

he change of a few months one way or the other does not affect 
the long term look at the weapon. 

You may be sure we are as anxious as anybody to have it operational 
just as soon as possible. 

Senator Case. But some people, including some members of the 
Senate committees that deal with this, who feel that just as NIKE 
was an interim proposition, so BOMARC may be interim and then 


something Se ee 


Mr. MacInryre. 
follow on. 

Senator Case. There may be a change in the problem as we shift 
from air breathers to missiles as a potential threat, some people think 
we are going to reach a time before too long when the primary threat 
will be missiles and consequently justify stepping up the NIKE-ZEUS. 


here is nothing presently under development to 


AIR THREAT 


Mr. MacInryre. I think this would be true, but one must not make 
the assumption that there will be no air threat after 2 years from now. 

Senator Case. I wish you would develop that a little bit, sir. I am 
not trying to argue. I am trying to develop some opinion here that 
might be useful in decisions that the Appropriations Committee and 
the Legislative Committee both have to make here within the next 
week or two. 

Mr. MacIntyre. I would like to suggest, if I may, sir, that there is 
a great deal of difference between consideration of the magnitude of 
the air threat, which is one question, and whether or not there is any 
air threat at all beyond a certain period. We know today we need a 
fairly long-range weapon so long as there is an air threat. 

There is a great deal of difference between “how many,” as distinct 
from the issue should there be any at all. 

I think sometimes the two questions confuse the issues. 
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As a practical matter, the Air Force has changed its program with 
respect to the BOMARC in the light of the fact that the intelligence 
indicated a declining magnitude of air threat. 


PLANS FOR BOMARO 


Our plans for the BOMARC this year are not as extensive as pre- 
sented last year, initially, in the President’s budget, either in number 
of sites or number of missiles in sites. 

Our own internal planning has reflected decreases in the total 
program. 

So there has been already in our own planning and outlook a re- 
duction. The reduction has been tailored to the magnitude of the 
air threat. 

But I know of no intelligence source whatsoever of any service or 
any agency which indicates that there will be no air threat beyond 
1961 or 1962. 

So the real question is the question of judgment on the magnitude 
of that threat. While it exists, and to the extent it exists, we must 
have the most suitable weapon to meet it. 

Senator Cass. It would seem to me that if you have a defense prob- 
lem, let us say for continental United States, that an attacker could 
have a choice of targets. If you limit your BOMARC deployment 
or revise it downward, then automatically you must be either leaving 
some gaps from the BOMARC standpoint or placing reliance on 
NIKE-HERCULES or leaving the defense of certain areas to inter- 
ceptors. 

r. MacIntyre. I think we are getting into an area now that I 
would prefer to discuss in executive sesssion, Mr. Chairman. There 
are certain features and elements of this which are rather difficult to 
discuss in open session. 

Senator Casg. I appreciate that. 

Mr. MacIntyre. This is one reason that I was not referring to 
specific numbers either sidewise or otherwise. 


SAGE SYSTEM CENTERS 


I think, sir, I was discussing the items in the category of defense 
and simply pointing out that the major categories were what 
amounted to completion of the SAGE system centers through pro- 
vision for some eight supercombat centers, which amount to about 
$57 million of the $219 million in defense, and $33 million for ballistic 
missile early warning, which is the final increment, I believe, on the 
first two sites. There are three other major items: about $22 million 
for facilities on the various airfields that are taking the new inter- 
ceptors as they move into the inventory; namely, the 102, 106, and 
101; approximately $10 million for a hardened facility for NORAD, 
and some miscellaneous items of improvement on various airfields. 

Senator Case. Supposing you give us something further on the 
Reserve program. 

Mr. MacIntyre. We have our witnesses here for that. If I may, 
before we reach it, I would just briefly like to refer to the remaining 
category. 

42550—59——22 
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You remember I discussed the major items that make up the stra- 


tegic portion of $492 million and the items that make up the defense 
portion of $219 million. 


OTHER OPERATIONAL SUPPORT 


The final category, “Other Operational Support,” includes such 
items as $21 million for Andrews to complete the move out of the 
Washington area. It includes the normal amounts for planning, 
minor construction, and it includes various amounts for different over- 
sea theater forces. 

REPLACEMENT OF FACILITIES 


Now, two components that cut across our whole program. First, 
there are approximately $24 million only throughout the whole pro- 
gram that represent replacement. This involves primarily three hos- 

itals and a few dormitories, but it is very minimal in view of the vast 
investment we have in many buildings which are quite old and which 


we must continue to operate beyond their reasonable economic life and 
. maintenance. 


PERSONNEL FACILITIES 


Secondly, in the line of what one might call personnel support, hos- 
pitals, barracks, swimming pools of which there are none, officers’ 
clubs, things of that kind, the total is $59 million of which the greatest 
portion is the hospitals and airmen’s dormitories. 

Senator Case. Do you expect to submit a revised figure on the hos- 
pital program ? 

Mr. MacIntyre. Yes, the revised figure is $14 million for replace- 
ment because there is an additional hospital at George AFB of $2.2 
million which I think we now have. 

Senator Case. You will submit details to the committee. 

Mr. MacIntyre. Yes, sir. 


RESERVE FORCES 


Senator Case. In my reference to the Reserve I had in mind you 
might want to state something policywise with regard to the integra- 
tion of either Air Force Reserve or Air National Guard. 

Mr. MacIntyre. As you may know, the Air National Guard is well 
integrated in the air defense picture now. It has some tactical units. 
Most of them are integrated into the air defense picture and it has some 
air evacuating units. 

The Air Force Reserve, so far as units are concerned, is composed 
largely of troop carrier units which we think are an important backup 
to the Regular Forces, in that they provide additional airlift under 
certain circumstances of theater requirements and limited conflict 
situations. 

The balance, of course, of the Reserve program, or the nonunit 
Reserve program, will either have mobilization assignments or receive 
specific technical training. 

I think that generally covers the uses, 
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FAMILY HOUSING 


Senator Cass. I think we ought to have your comment on the hous- 
ing situation. 

r. MacIntyre. I would like very much to comment on that, sir. 

My prepared statement includes some references to it. I would 
make two basic comments: 

Up through last year we had approximately 52,000 Capehart houses 
authorized. With the authorizations requested for fiscal year 1960, 
the Air Force total program will be approximately 63,000 units. We 
have moved very rapidly in this pee so that we have approxi- 
mately 15,000 units now completed and accepted and some 31,000 now 
in various stages of construction. The balance of the authorized units 
are in various stages preliminary to contract award and it is antici- 
pated that they will be consummated before June 30, 1959. We think 
this is going to make a tremendous contribution, particularly in our 
bases in isolated areas. 

There will be this year approximately, under the Senate authori- 
zation, 11,000 additional units. 

Senator Case. 11,000 out of the 20,000 ceiling? 

Mr. MacIntyre. That will bring us up to 63,000 altogether. 

The House has authorized somewhat less. We are very hopeful of 
substantial addition this year so that we can move ahead further with 
this program. 

We have a relatively small amount of surplus commodity houses, 
940 of them in five different countries, and 12 projects. 

Most of those projects I visited personally this year. They are in 
out-of-the-way ‘lesa in Turkey, Soa Pakistan, Spain, and Italy. 
They belong not so much to active air units as certain other units which 
I am sure are going to be stationed in those areas for a long while. 

So there is a basic housing need that is going to persist there and 
we are very anxious to get authorization for these economy houses. 


HOUSING IN ISOLATED AREAS 


So far as appropriated houses are concerned, we are asking only for 
very few, I think it is about a hundred, all of which are located at 
mr isolated spots in the Zone of Interior in relation to the radar sites. 

Senator Case. I believe there are 5,000 authorized units for 1959 
which have not been sponsored or picked up. 

That is 5,000 for the Defense Department. Do you know how many 
of those are Air Force units? 

Mr. MacIntyre. Which kind of units? 

Senator Case. Capehart? 

Mr. MacInryre. I don’t know. 

General Curtin. 5,000 does not ring a bell with me so far as 
concerns “picking them up.” We have moved forward on all that we 
can possibly move on, sir. 

(The following information was subsequently submitted.) 


The 5,000 units of title VII housing previously referred to is understood to be 
a Department of Defense order of magnitude estimate of previously authorized 
units which will not be under FHA commitment by June 30, 1959. 

The Air Force has a total of about 1,050 units of the active title VIII program 


which may fall in this category and only approximately 300 units which are 
definitely in this category. 
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DISCUSSION OF CEILING 


Senator Case. When we were discussing within the Armed Services 
Construction Subcommittee the figure for the ceiling, I think that the 
request came to 22,500. Someone said there was a carryover of about 
5,000 unused from last year’s authorization. I was wondering how 
many of those were Air Force, if any. 

Mr, MacIntyre. If there is any, I think it must be some amount 
that was reserved by the Office of the Secretary of Defense. I am sure 
that we have Sunhied very hard—— 

General Curtin. We have gone so far as to use the limited repro- 
graming authority that was provided under the 1959 legislation, sir. 

Senator Cass. If the 20,000 figure prevailed, the allocation for the 
Air Force would be 11,000 new units that you could program. 

Mr. MacIntyre. That is my understanding. 

Senator Case. Are you requesting any authority for trailers for 
overseas use ? 

Mr. MacIntyre. Not that I know of. 


UNFUNDED AUTHORIZATION 


Senator Case. Do you have a backlog of authorized projects which 
are unfunded ? 

Mr. MacIntyre. Yes, sir; we do. 

The total number of dollars in the carryover authorization, I don’t 


ow. 
Colonel Jackson. At the end of this fiscal year it is something over 
$400 million. I believe at the end of the next fiscal ‘5g it will be a 


little over $200 million, if I recall the figure correct 
i _— Casg. In other words, with the funding this year you will 
pick up. 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir; that, plus automatic authorization 
rescission. 

Senator Cass. Will you furnish for the record a list of the author- 
ized projects for which you either do not have funding or are requesting 
funding this year? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

The information referred to appears on p. 567.) 
enator Case. Does the Pe in this bill cover the proposed 
hardening of the ATLAS sites 

Mr. MacIntyre. The request in this bill is such that we would have 
Poe in the ATLAS squadrons covered by this bill, which are 
7, 8, and 9. 


EIELSON AIR FoRcE BASE, ALASKA, HOUSING 


Senator Case. The clerk advises me that the committee has received 
a letter from Assistant Secretary Garlock with reference to the financ- 
ing of 134 family housing units at Eielson Air Force Base, Alaska, to 
reprogram. The letter to the chairman, together with the justification, 
wil be placed in the record, but I believe Mr. MacIntyre wants to say 
something about that. 

(The information referred to follows :) 
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JUNE 15, 1959. 
CHAIRMAN, DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE SUBCOMMITTEE, COMMITTEE ON APPRO- 
PRIATIONS, 
U.S. Senate. 


Deak Mr. CuHarrMan: The Department of the Air Force requests approval 
to finance the construction of 134 family housing units at Eielson Air Force 
Base, Alaska, in the amount of $5,500,000 from funds currently available in 
fiscal year 1959. 

This project was previously authorized in Public Law 968, 84th Congress, 
and was cleared in the appropriation program in Public Law 814, 84th Con- 

. However, the average unit cost statutory limitation of $25,850 per house 
precluded the funding of this item. The recent revision of the statutory limit 
per house to an average of $32,000, now permits construction of the project 
within the funding limitations. The Secretary of Defense and the Bureau of 
the Budget have approved the submittal of this project to your committee. 

Description and justification of the requested facilities are contained in the 
enclosure. 

In view of the requirement to proceed with construction prior to the date the 
authorization expires, June 30, 1959, early consideration and approval of this 
request will be appreciated. 

Sincerely yours, 
Lyte S. GARLOCK, 
Assistant Secretary of the Air Force. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION APPROPRIATION 


Name of installation: Eielson Air Force Base, Alaska. 

Item: Appropriated family housing. 

Scope: 134 units. 

Authorization : Public Law 968, 84th Congress. 

Estimated cost : $5,500,000. 

Description: This project will provide for 134 family housing units at Hiel- 
son Air Force Base, Alaska. The cost estimate is based on the following: 


Type Area Estimated Number of | Total cost 
(square feet) t units 


I. BUILDINGS (WITH UTILITIES TO 5-FOOT LINE) 


Colonel’s quarters (single) ; 
Fane reer een on och 2 ks. 
Airmen (row) 


Il. SITE PREPARATION AND UTILITIES 

NN oie Sante iiccnesicenann concdnelics nen sense ced seudtiieeonnlbtbe koe 
Il. GOVERNMENT COSTS 

134 units at $2,600 


Total construction costs......-..............]----..- 
Rounded. 


JUSTIFICATION 


This project was previously authorized in Public Law 968, 84th Congress, and 
was cleared in the appropriation program in Public Law 814, 84th Congress, 
However, the average unit cost statutory limitation of $25,850 per house pre- 
cluded the funding of this item. The recent revision of the statutory limit per 
house to an average of $32,000, now permits construction of the project within 
the funding limitations. 

A survey was made of the housing situation at Eielson Air Force Base in 
August 1958, and the conditions were found to be deplorable. According to the 
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most recent manpower forecast, a deficiency of 780 units exists. The nearest 
community is Fairbanks, Alaska, 19 miles distant. Due to the isolation of this 
base, the only available off-base housing is very unsuitable and rentals are 
exorbitant. Transportation difficulties during the winter months, and lack of 
off-base communications make it essential that personnel, who must report for 
duty during an alert situation, live on the base. 


PROGRAM ADJUSTMENT 


This item costing $5,500,000 will be constructed with funds presently available 
for the military construction program. The following items will be deleted 
from the fiscal year 1959 military construction program so that the total 
approved appropriation will not exceed the amount approved by Congress: 


Station Scope 


Brunswick NAS: 
Runway, primary installation 
Apron, operational 
Shop, ground power equipment. ---... 
Shop, parachute and dinghy, base. 6,880 square feet 
Utilities Lump sum. 
6,000 feet 


3|888888 


PROBLEM AT EIELSON 


Mr. MacIntyre. This is part of a relook we ourselves took at some 
of these housing projects. I personally was in Alaska last fall. 
There is no question that this is well within the requirements we have 
there. We also had a very serious problem at Eielson. We had a 
slum area outside the base and we had a very poorly run trailer make- 


shift on the base which was being improved to some extent. I would 
very much urge and request that we have permission to do this work. 

This was authorized in 1956, so the authorization runs out unless 
we are permitted to do this reprograming very promptly. We are 
prepared now to contract on June 23. I would like to add also that 
one of our problems in respect to this was the limitation of—I believe 
it was around $25,000 per house, which has caused us some difficulties. 
Now that that has been changed, it has really permitted us to move 
ahead subject to reprograming approval, which we would very greatly 
appreciate receiving. 

enator Case. Will you be able to provide the 134 units without get- 
ting additional funds? 

Mr. MacIntyre. Yes, sir. 

Senator Cass. Even if the limitation per house goes up $5,000 
or $6,000? 

Mr. MacIntyre. Yes, sir. We get it mostly because you may re- 
member that last year we had an itern which was funded for a tanker 
dispersal at Brunswick Naval Air Station which we decided not to 
go ahead with, and some of that money we would like to use on this 
project. 

Senator Case. If you have that approval now, will you be able to 
go ahead with construction this season ? 

Mr. MacIntyre. Yes, sir. We have asked for the bids and we are 
in a position where we can contract on June 23. 
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TIMING OF REPROGRAMING REQUEST 


Senator Case. I wonder why you did not ask for this reprogram- 
ing ee after authority was given for increasing the unit 
ceiling 

Mr. MacIntyre. We would have earlier, and we should have. What 
happens frequently is that the process of reprograming involves selec- 
tion as between items on which we might ask for reprograming. Var- 
ious suggestions were made until some of us took an interest in this 
eee ar project. This is why it happens to be the one that we have 
selected. ; 

Senator Case. Now you gave the date of June 23. 

Mr. MacIntyre. That is right. 

Senator Casz. That is only 6 days away. 

Mr. MacIntyre. That is correct. 


REPROGRAMING PROCEDURE 


Senator Casz. May I ask, What has been the customary procedure 
for registering approval of reprograming requests? Have you been 
getting a letter from the chairman of the subcommittee or the com- 
mittee 

Mr. MacIntyre. There is a formal letter to the chairman. 

Mr. Turner. Yes, sir; we request by formal letter and before we 
proceed with the reprograming we get an approval letter back from 
the chairman of the committee. 

Senator Casz. Has the House approved this reprograming ? 

Mr. Turner. No, sir, they have not; but we expect Fears approval 
ewes the next day or two. I personally talked to the House on the 
subject. 

Mr. MacIntyre. I have personally talked to Mr. Sheppard. 

Senator Casr. You understand that the present acting chairman 
for this subcommittee is acting in this capacity on the Appropriations 
Committee for the first time, and I would hesitate to speak for the 
committee or to put on the record anything that would indicate action 
by the committee as such in this way, but in view of the fact that 
June 23 is only a few days away, the acting chairman will request 
the clerk of the subcommittee to see that the appropriate letter is pre- 
pared and presented to the chairman for his approval. And by 
“chairman” I would mean both the chairman of the subcommittee and 
the chairman of the full committee, so that action can be expedited if 
it meets with their approval. 

Mr. MacIntyre. Thank you very much. 

Senator Cass. Is there anything else in your general presentation ? 

Mr. MacIntyre. No, sir. 

Senator Cass. If not, I want to thank you, Mr. Secretary. 

General Dreyer. 


CoNnTENT OF AIR FoRCE CONSTRUCTION REQUEST 


General Dreyer. Mr. Chairman, I have a detailed statement which 
outlines the content of the Air Force military construction appropria- 
tion request for fiscal year 1960, the procedures used to develop the 
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projects, and the program objectives which will be attained with this 
construction.. ‘The major portion of the program consists of new 
authorizations on which extensive hearings recently have been held 
by the Armed Services Committee. Therefore, I recommend that, 
with your approval, Mr. Chairman, my detailed statement be filed for 
the record, and that I briefly summarize the major program elements, 
including specific reference to the amounts requested to finance prior 
years’ and permanent authorizations. 

Senator Case. The committee appreciates your offer to do that, and 

our statement will be placed in the record and you may proceed as 

Indicated. 

(The statement referred to follows :) 


Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, Mr. MacIntyre has outlined 
the major Air Force program requirements and objectives. My statement will 
provide technical information on the major projects in the construction appro- 
priation request we are presenting and will explain the procedures we follow to 
develop a realistic program. 

To aid in implementation of the construction program as part of the overall 
Air Force program, a weapon system approach has been applied in the analysis 
of requirements and programs. By this method, total costs for each of the 
various systems or program objectives are analyzed in respect to the capabilities 
produced by the respective systems or objectives. This type of analysis provides 
a more realistic method for selecting the most effective and efficient combination 
of forces and systems attainable within available resources, and for minimizing 
imbalances between weapons and their supporting components. 


PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT PROCEDURE 


Before presenting the program, it may be useful to the committee to consider 
the procedure used by the Air Force to determine construction requirements. In 
the spring of 1958, we sent program guidance to the major commands requesting 
that they submit their construction requirements for fiscal year 1960. The 
guidance provided specific policies and criteria with respect to the types and 
magnitude of both deficiency and replacement projects which could be submitted. 
The guidance was designed to develop a construction program which represented 
Air Force requirements. Each command directed its bases to prepare their 
requirements. The bases had use of two documents, the “Facilities Requirements 
Manual” and the “Construction Cost Index.” The “Facilities Requirements 
Manual!” lists the OSD and Air Force criteria for facilities based on base popu- 
lation, mission, number of aircraft, climate, and other factors. The “Construc- 
tion Cost Index” lists standard construction costs based on actual bids and 
adjusted for the area in which the base is located. It is based on the same tech- 
nique used by civilian engineering firms. 

The bases submitted total construction requirements of approximately $5 billion 
to the major commands. This was reduced to approximately $2.7 billion by the 
major commands and submitted to Headquarters, USAF, for consideration. We 
added approximately $300 million for requirements not known by the commands, 
generally for new weapon system, making a total of $3 billion for consideration. 

This $3 billion program was examined item by item by the Military Construction 
Program Panel, consisting of representatives from each of the interested staff 
agencies in headquarters. This review lasted for 2 months, on a full-time basis 
and the projects were reduced to a total of $1.3 billion. The program was then 
submitted to the Military Construction Board. 

This Board consists of six major generals, including the Directors of Civil En- 
gineering, Military Personnel, Operations, Operational Requirements, Programs, 
and Maintenance Engineering ; one brigadier general, the Director of Budget ; and 
one colonel, the Assistant for Development Programing. 

The Board made certain changes and submitted recommendations to the Air 
Force Council, of which General Lemay is Chairman, and consists of the six 
lieutenant generals who are the Deputy Chiefs of Staff and the Inspector Gen- 
eral. It then was presented to General White and, in turn, to Secretary Doug- 
las, who personally made a detailed review of the major items. At each echelon 
of review, changes were made as deemed advisable, resulting in reduction from 
$1.3 billion to the program now before this committee. 
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PROJECT COSTS 


Some information as to the method of determining construction costs may be 
helpful to the committee. As mentioned earlier, the bases use the official “Fa- 
cilities Guide” and “Cost Index” as a basis for these cost estimates, adjusting 
the estimates as appropriate for any peculiar. onsite conditions. The major 
commands reviewed the costs at the same time they reviewed the essentiality 
of the item. The program recommended by the Military Construction Program 
Panel at Headquarters, USAF, was submitted to the construction agencies, the 
Corps of Engineers, and Civil Engineer Corps of the Navy for initiation of de- 
sign and development of refined costs. The estimates by the field construction 
agencies then were given a detailed check by the Office, Chief of Engineers and 
the Bureau of Yards and Docks. As costs were refined, corrections were made 
in the program. The Air Force will continue very close scrutiny to insure that 
project costs are as low as consistent with operational effectiveness. We have 
had several conferences with the Corps of Engineers to reduce design time and 
construction time, thereby reducing overhead and supervision costs. We intend 
to continue an intensive effort to examine and make more realistic construction 
costs and to reduce that part of it necessary for overhead, supervision, and de- 
sign. 

PROJECT DESIGN 


During the past year increased emphasis has been placed on improving design. 
We have requested the Corps of Engineers to site adapt already proven designs 
whenever possible and have held a series of conferences with them to agree on 
the facilities that can be site adapted rather than develop a new design for 
each project. In addition to common items such as barracks and family hous- 
ing, we will site adapt a single design for such facilities as BOMARC, TITAN, 
and ATLAS missiles, SAGE, supercombat centers, and radar improvement fa- 
cilities. In addition to the initial saving of design costs, site adaptation of 
proven design eliminates, to a great extent, costly change orders. During this 
fiscal year we will award contracts for 17 housing projects and 13 of them will be 
site adaptations. We shall continue to make more use of site adaptation to 
provide better and more economical design. However, we must be careful that 
our design keeps pace with improvements in technological knowledge for new 
weapon systems. Generally, design and construction precedes operational dates 
by approximately two years. It is unwise to freeze on a construction design 
too early in the weapon development stage. 


PROGRAM SUMMARY 


Since separate presentations will be made on construction for the Air Force 
Reserve and the Air National Guard, I shall discuss only those projects related 
to the regular forces. 

The following table summarizes the Air Force fiscal year 1960 military con- 
struction appropriation request. It should be noted that the program equals 
the amount of appropriation request and does not include additional items for 
program flexibility, as in prior years’ programs. 


Summary of Air Force fiscal year 1960 military construction appropriation 


Prior and Fiscal year 
other authori-| 1960 authori- Total 
zation zation 


0 

$714, 742, 000 

62, 307, 000 

Minor construction 0 
Support activities. 0 
000 


The request for new appropriations consists of 660 line items and provides 
for construction at 131 major installations, of which 93 are inside the United 
States and 38 are outside the United States. In addition, the program provides 
facilities at approximately 200 other sites and locations, including A. C. & W. 
network projects, facilities for the development, testing, and operation of mis- 
siles, and classified facilities at various oversea locations. 
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To accommodate adjustments being made in the composition of the forces and 
in base deployments, existing bases are being adapted to the extent that no new 
major bases will be initiated with fiscal year 1960 construction, although there 
are several new unmanned radar gap filler sites in the program. The Air Force 
is pursuing vigorously the policy of maximum utilization of existing bases, with 
units of more than one major command at most installations. For example, the 
units assigned at McGuire Air Force Base, N.J., include: Military Air Trans. 
port Service air transport squadrons; an Air Defense Command fighter inter. 
ceptor squadron and air defense missile squadron; a SAGE center; a Strategic 
Air Command air refueling squadron; and an Air National Guard tactical fighter 
squadron. Therefore, it is considered more appropriate and useful to the com- 
mittee to present and discuss the content of our construction program in terms 
of the program objective or weapon system which the construction supports. 
However, to give you a feel for the program by the major commands to which 
the bases are assigned and listed in the justification books, we have included the 
following table: 


Department of the Air Force fiscal year 1960 military construction appropriation 
program, major command distribution 


[Dollars in thousands] 


Percent 
other author-| thorization |Total amount) of total 


8 
s 


Continental United States: 
Alaskan Air Command 
Air Defense Command 
Air Materiel Command 
Air Research and Development Command 
Air Training Command 
Air University 
Headquarters Command 
Military Air Transport Service - 
Strategic Air Command 
Tactical Air Command 


Special facilities 
Missiles and ballistic missile early warning 


Total continental United States. 


Outside continental United States: 
Military Air Transport Service 
Pacific Air Force 
Strategic Air Command 
U.S. Air Force Europe. 

U.S. Air Force security service. 
Aircraft control and warning 
Special facitities 


Total outside continental United States. 
Minor construction 


Sumner arenes 
Land acquisition ($25,000 and under) 
es commodity housing support 
Title VIII housing support 
Total support activities. 


Total program 
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PROGRAM OBJECTIVE SUMMARY 


Following is a summary of the appropriation request by the major Air Force 
program objectives and weapon systems which the construction will support. 


Department of theZAir Force, fiscal ~~ 1960, military construction appropriation 














summary by program objective 
Amount Percent of 
total 
IN oS 55a nts idakesducandidasaicienen iuieuneeeso nda $492, 427, 000 54.8 
I eas Lh ew oasipchesacinamdcneeereencnesuesenacan se 371, 564, 000 41.4 
Satellite programs (warning) - -- 23, 545, 000 2.6 
Air-to-surface missiles_-.-_.-.-.- ---| 10,000, 000 1.1 
eo let eke bao eeaaeuienaaipmpaiud 58, 752, 000 6.5 
er eh ee anaacnssepesapiwaralavenharnspes 10, 887, 000 
Strategic support...............--...... Lic deat yaad ine cickare satel ieaaeesmid al 17, 679, 000 2.0 
=———S=—=_[_s a —————— 
RR ritintink ndnnnaegatenenecadserbeanekieasntebensoansongasnatewnaim 218, 668, 000 24.3 
I eli So fone ate ss cade nca sbi tee sabato 20, 812, 000 2.3 
I No rion ecamtindanndabanrebuncasanimen an penuh 22, 379, 000 2.5 
Te en nn sc maicenagi enim mpmerahenmanion , 456, 000 3.7 
I I De Os nee tawenncecipeeduns 50, 626, 000 5.6 
here ee Bd acc slalednenie binaduubicenandaeaniss 71, 103, 000 7.9 
oe od cn cm emcee tne Pe mennideateduathaa 10, 000, 000 LJ} 
in cn ante enshnnn anaes eeaorncmasasayan anus 10, 292, 000 1.2 
IN he 250) cco d... din saboccbuakonthicndieasaacaaboasasseaes 28, 570, 000 3.2 
Se nmcandaane aie nnanmaiainmmmeniiien 16, 407, 000 1.8 
RII oe or eh Sk aces eceseowesesesateanse 7, 192, 000 8 
IN Geis Kidicg So Sars d ween accbnn neni Geedeiencee sha aaPneatice 4, 971, 000 -6 
Mies ar teers: BEATS Carpett.... .-.........-..--...-.--....-------- 5, 115, 000 -6 
ENN hen ena aa cancbadwannacondest wabtencundcascessssesu 153, 288, 000 17.1 
nn IRIN, CUE oa enomenceeenacenasinawesoans 22, 307, 000 2.5 
Training and education 19, 028, 000 2.1 
I et Tyna Soldat cel aewnaceeaaseebecacenwensathe 3 
I CO ORS 2 ro ca cnc cen esdeaedsanaaspuensoedcn 3.3 
Move of Air Force flying activities from Washington, D.C., area.........| 21,020,000 2.4 
ono abnadaus nanmunayess cuacivanoelandamnae 1, 892, 000 2 
IE coca EL eee Scie cieehcanademetnwn ccdceekeceutan 25, 000, 000 2.8 
ok. oe nacinebihbelinenedans doneieenntueacu anti w 17, 000, 000 1.9 
—— SS EERE EE RP aE ee ee 10, 000, 000 Li 
SE ee ee, Sn Onan oyna xan ononacenncenan newman s 4, 000, 000 -4 
Land seanieition (985,000 and Under)... ......<2 5220252005622 222 sss ce ee 300, 000 ol 
earl haces Un ao mean ANSeE a 898, 068, 000 100.0 


STRATEGIC FORCES 


The largest portion of the program, $492 million or 55 percent of the total 
program, provides facilities in direct support of the strategic strike forces. This 
total consists of facilities for manned bombers and their supporting tanker air- 
craft, ballistic and air-to-surface missiles, and space satellite program. 

Ballistic missiles —Over two-thirds of the facilities requested for the strategic 
forces, or $372 million, are for ballistic missiles. In the fiscal year 1959 and 
prior years’ programs construction was provided for research, test, and training 
facilities at various locations for both the intercontinental and intermediate 
range ballistic missiles; development of the first six operational sites for the 
ATLAS ICBM;; and two hardened operational TITAN ICBM sites. 

The amounts requested in the fiscal year 1960 program will construct facili- 
ties for additional squadrons of the ATLAS ICBM. These sites will be con- 
structed in a configuration which provides an increased degree of dispersal and 
protection and capability for rapid launch in event of an attack. 

The ballistic missile items also provide construction for additional TITAN 
ICBM squadrons in a fully hardened configuration. In addition, certain tech- 


nical support items will be oe at operational ICBM sites initiated under 
prior years’ programs. 
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Also included in the ballistic missile amount are projects for the construction 
of test and prototype launching facilities for the MINUTEMAN solid-propellent 
ICBM. 

Warning.—$23 million are requested for facilities supporting various satellite 
programs for attack warning, reconnaissance, communications, and global 
weather surveillance. These facilities consist of launching sites, tracking and 
information acquisition sites, and control and data interpretation centers. 

Air-to-surface missiles —$10 million are included in the program to con- 
struct facilities for the HOUND DOG and the QUAIL air-to-surface niissiles 
carried by the Strategic Air Command bombers to provide them with greater 
penetration capability. This amount provides assembly, checkout, and engine 
test facilities at 15 B-52 bases inside the United States. 

Bomber facilities —Fiscal year 1957 construction funds initiated a program 
of construction to adapt existing Air Force bases for dispersal of the squadrons 
of the SAC heavy bomber force. Through the fiscal year 1959 program, con- 
struction has been completed or is underway providing 22 of these B-52 dis- 
persal bases. Added to the 11 bases which had been the homes for the original 
B-36 wings, these 22 additional bases would permit full dispersal, by squadron, 
of the then-planned 33 squadrons or 11 wings of B-52’s. 

The currently planned B-52 force has been increased to 42 squadrons in 14 
wings and additional dispersal bases are needed. This appropriation request 
proposes the provision of four additional B-52 dispersal bases by the conversion 
of existing B-47 installations (Homestead Air Force Base, Fla.; McCoy Air 
Force Base, Fla.; Larson Air Force Base, Wash.; and Schilling Air Force Base, 
Kans.) and includes $14.9 million for construction of facilities for that purpose. 
Compared to this average cost of about $4 million to convert a B-47 base to 
B-52 use, it costs approximately $20 to $25 million to convert other than 
bomber bases to B-52 use, and $50 to $60 million to develop a new base for a 
B-52 squadron and its associated tanker aircraft. An additional five bases, 
using existing facilities, will be converted to B-52 use in subsequent prograus. 

The bomber force facilities in this year’s construction program includes a 
third and last major increment of construction, $20.8 million, at Richard Bong 
Air Force Base, Wis., at which one of the first operational B-58 wings will be 
deployed. 

The balance of $23.0 million for bombers principally provides operational types 
of facilities at dispersal bases previously programed to improve the capability 
and alert posture of the B-52 squadrons at those locations. 

SAC tanker facilities—In the fiscal year 1958 supplemental and fiscal year 
1959 programs, funds were provided for construction which would permit the 
relocation of KC-97 tanker refueling squadrons from southern bases in the 
United States to locations in northern areas from which they can operate without 
delay in support of strike missions by the B-47 medium bombers. Under those 
programs, facilities for nine KC-97 squadrons are being developed on seven 
existing Air Force bases. 

$5.6 million are requested in this program to provide additional fa- 
cilities to increase operational effectiveness of the KC-97’s at 6 bases. $5.3 
million of the tanker facilities amount provides additional construction at one 
KC-135 tanker base. 

Strategic support.—The balance of $17.7 million for strategic support is dis- 
tributed among a number of bases and consists of various operational and sup- 
port facilities which directly support the strategic effort but are not associated 
solely with a single strategie system or objective. 


AIR DEFENSE 


Facilities for air defense, including both active defense and warning and 
control functions, amount to $218.7 million, or 24.3 percent of the total program. 

Defense missiles.—A significant package within this defense grouping is that 
for the BOMARC missile, amounting to $20.8 million. Construction of facilities 
for this missile was initiated in the fiscal year 1958 construction program at 
four locations. Fiscal year 1959 appropriations provided facilities at 10 addi- 
tional locations. This fiscal year 1960 request includes $20 million to construct 
five additional sites, and $812,000 for training and support facilities at previously 
programed sites. 

The BOMARC missile squadrons are being placed on or near existing Air Force 
or other military installations, with the main base providing the major portion 
of necessary support facilities, including housing. 
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Interceptor facilities—The $22.4 million for interceptors provide principally 
operational and maintenance facilities at a number of bases to improve the 
readiness capability and effectiveness of fighter interceptor aircraft. A major 
portion of the items consist of shelters for the calibration of. the interceptor 
weapons and shops for the maintenance of the extensive and sensitive armament 
and electronics equipment on the newer improved types of Century-series inter- 
ceptor aircraft. 

Ballistic missile early warning.—The Soviet advances in ballistic missiles 
have emphasized the need for a system to provide immediate warning of a sur- 
prise ballistic missile attack against this country. This is essential to the pro- 
tection and response of our deterrent and active defensive forces. The Congress 
recognized this urgent need last year and appropriated $160 million in the fiscal 
year 1958 supplemental construction program to proceed with development of a 
ballistic missile warning system. Construction of the system now is well under 
way. This fiscal year 1960 program requests $33.5 million of additional funds 
to provide the balance of the facilities needed for the first operational sites. 

Aircraft control and warning.—$50.6 million are requested to provide for ex- 
pansion and improvements in the radar warning system. $40 million of this 
amount is for the continuation of a program begun last year to provide facilities 
at primary radar stations in North America for the installation of high-powered 
and long-range radars to provide a frequency diversity capability in the warning 
system. This will improve our identification capabilities and decrease enemy 
capabilities to effectively utilize electronic countermeasures against our radars. 
The construction involved in this type of radar improvement consists primarily 
of the procurement and installation of enclosed radar towers and the provision 
of large quantities of electric power for operation of the newer high-powered 
radars. Also included in the warning and control package are 27 units of family 
housing at each of 4 radar sites inside the United States where community hous- 
ing is not available for lease: 19 unmanned automatic gap filler sites in the 
United States; and freight terminals at several principal resupply stations on 
the DEW line to provide logistic support improvements determined necessary 
after experience gained in the first year’s operation of the DEW line. 

SAGE.—A substantial amount, $71 million, is revvested for the SAGE (semi- 
automatic ground environment) system which provides the speed and accuracy 
necessary for air battle analysis and control and coordination of intercept 
actions with our defense missiles and interceptor aircraft. The maior portion, 
$57.3 million, of the SAGE amount will be utilized for the construction of a 
number of hardened facilities for the instal’ation of solid-state (transistor) 
computers in snpercombat centers. Construction of these supercombat centers 
will substantially reduce the vulnerability of the SAGE system and will provide 
much greater capacities for air battle analysis and weapons control. These 
tremendons improvements in air defense capabilities are possible as the result of 
recent developments in solid-state electronic elements, or transistors, and the 
annlication of transistors to computers, together with better computer techniques. 
They are the direct outgrowth of our research and development program and 
the application of commercial developments to the resolution of military 
problems. 

The balance of the facilities requested for the SAGE system nrimarilv nrovides 
communications receivers, transmitters, and operations buildings additions at 
existing radar sites to tie them into the SAGE direction and control centers. 

NORAD Headquarters.—$i0 million are requested to initiate construction of 
a hardened combat operations center in the Colorado Springs, Colo., area. from 
which the NORAD command will direct and control the air defense of the 
United States and Canada. In this facility, the NORAD Component Force 
commands will perform their various functions which are directly related to 
tactical operations in support of the NORAD mission. The initial increment 
requested in this program generally will provide for necessary real estate 
acquisition, site preparation, excavation. utilities, and access roads. Subsennent 
increments will complete excavation work and construct the basic operations 
center structure and supporting facilities. 

Air defense support.—The $10.3 million for air defense support, as in the case 
of the strategic support package discussed earlier, includes various types of 
facilities related to more than one weapon system. These projects, generally, 
consist of operational, aircraft maintenanee, and personnel support facilities, 
and include $3.7 million for facilities needed to surnort the ADC fighter inter- 
ceptor weapons employment center at Tyndall Air Force Base, Fla. 
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TACTICAL FORCES 


The program directly supporting the tactical forces amounts to $28.6 million 
or 3.2 percent of the total request; $16.4 million are devoted to facilities for 
tactical missiles, which will provide hardened facilities for the MACE missile 
at overseas locations. Other projects for the tactical forces incude $7.2 million 
for operational and aircraft maintenance facilities in support of cactical fighter, 
tanker, and transport aircraft, and $5 million for various support facilities at 
Tactical Air Command bases. 


MILITARY AIR TRANSPORT 


Projects for military air transport activities total $5.1 million and consist of 
operational and-support facilities related to MATS transport aircraft operations. 


GENERAL SUPPORT 


Research, development, and test —$22.3 million are requested for facilities to 
support Air Force R. & D. programs. The principal projects include $5.7 million 
at Arnold Engineering Development Center to provide increased capabilities 
for development work associated with supersonic aircraft and missile engine 
components under such conditions as orbital speed, and $7.3 million for a 
laboratory at Wright-Patterson Air Force Base for research in sonic effects on 
flight vehicles. 

Training and education.—The facilities for training and education in the 
amount of $19 million include $10.1 million for operational, training, and support 
facilities at bases of the Air Training Command; $1.5 million for personnel 
facilities at the Air University; and $7.4 million for facilities for the USAF 
Institute of Technology at Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Ohio. 

Depot operations.—$3.3 million are included in the program for various opera- 
tional, maintenance, and support facilities at Air Materiel Command depots 
inside the United States. 

Oversea theater forces.—Facilities for forces stationed in oversea theaters 
include $15.3 million for classified activities of the U.S. security service; $10.2 
million for Pacific area bases; and $3.9 million for bases in the European and 
Middle East area. 

Move of Air Force flying activities from the Washington, D.C., area.—$21 mil- 
lion are included in the program for construction at Andrews Air Force Base, 
Md., to provide a second increment of facilities needed by the Air Force to imple- 
ment plans for phasing Air Force flying activities out of Bolling Air Force Base 
and Washington National Airport. Air Force construction financed in fiscal year 
1959 at Andrews provided the long leadtime airfield construction plus support 
facilities to accommodate the Air Force flying activity to be moved from Wash- 
ington National Airport. The additional facilities in this fiscal year 1960 request 
will accommodate the flying activities to be moved from Bolling Air Force Base. 

Special facilities —The $1.9 million for special facilities relates to classified 
activities at both United States and overseas locations. 

Design.—The $25 million for design will provide those funds needed in fiscal 
year 1960 for design of, primarily, the 1961 program. 

Minor construction.—The $17 million for minor construction provides for the 
construction of unforeseen new facilities and additions to or converisons of 
existing facilities which are urgently required in the interest of national defense 
and are not specifically authorized. 

Family housing.—A total of $11,836,000 is included in this construction program 
and constitutes a continuing effort to provide adequate housing for our military 
personnel. 

Nine million dollars are requested in this program to provide the appropriated 
dollar support for over 9,000 units of family housing to be constructed in the 
United States in fiscal year 1960 under the provisions of title VIII of the National 
Housing Act. These funds will be utilized for land acquisition, off-site utilities, 
site preparation, architect-engineer services, and for FHA appraisal and eligi- 
bility statement and filing fees. 

To. supplement the surplus commodity family housing program in foreign 
countries, $1 million-are included in this appropriation request to provide serv- 
ices and construction materials. such as hardware or plumbing items which. are 
not available locally: These funds will provide support for- the construction 
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of approximately 940 family housing units and community facilities in 5 coun- 
tries. 

Where the title VIII and surplus commodity programs are not feasible, either 
because of high construction costs, small projects, or an inability to generate 
credits in foreign countries, a limited amount of housing is programed by 
means of appropriated funds. Included in this program is a request for $1.8 
million for the construction of 108 units at 4 aircraft control and warning 
sites in the United States where there is very little or no local community 
rental housing available for rent by our military personnel. 

Access roads.—$4 million are requested for the replacement, relocation, or 
provision, of new off-base access.roads. Right-of-way acquisition and con- 
struction work related to these roads are performed for the Air Force by the 
Bureau of Public Roads after certification by the Secretary of Defense. 

Land acquisition ($25,000 and under).—$300,000 are included in this appro- 
priation request to provide for the acquisition of noncontiguous real estate 
interests where the cost of an individual parcel does not exceed $25,000. These 
minor land acquisitions are made under permanent authorizations and include 
unforeseen real estate requirements as well as currently identified specific real 
estate interests. 

CATEGORIES OF CONSTRUCTION 


In the preceding summary of the program by weapon system and program 
objectives, each of the program packages discussed includes facilities that fall 
under the various standard construction categories. To provide the committee 
with a corollary analysis of the program, the following table shows the dis- 
tribution of the appropriation request by major construction category. 


Program by construction categories 


Amount Percent of 
total 


Operational and training 
aintenance 

Research, development, and test 

Supply 

Hospital and medical..-- 

Administrative 

Housing and community. 

Utilities and ground improvements. 

Real estate 


2 
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Over two-thirds of the operational and training category which represents 
about 75 percent of the total program, is composed of missile, missile warning, 
and satellite facilities. Other significant amounts in this category include the 
super SAGE centers, frequency diversity radar facilities, and Norad Combat 
Operations Center. 

Hospital and medical.—The hospital and medical facilities category of $18.7 
million consists of five hospitals, three dispensaries, and an outpatient facility. 
The hospitals, which are the predominant portion of this category, include two 
new hospitals at Clinton County Air Force Base, Ohio, and Grand Forks Air 
Force Base, N. Dak., where none currently exist; and three hospitals to replace 
grossly inadequate and substandard facilities at Sheppard Air Force Base, Tex. ; 
George Air Force Base, Calif.; and Clark Air Force Base, Philippines. 

Housing and community.—The housing and community category, totaling $40 
million, consists of the $11.8 million for family housing, as previously noted; 
$19.2 million for troop housing and dining facilities including dormitories for 
6,814 airmen, bachelor officer quarters for 300 officers, and 12 airmen dining halls;' 
and $9 million for other community and recreational facilities. 

Utilities and ground improvements.—Half of the utilities category which 
makes up 5 percent of the total program is for the provision of increased electric 
power capacity to support the improved radars at aircraft control and warning 
sites on the North American Continent which I previously discussed. The bal- 
ance of the utilities items include the second increment of a program to provide 
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a waterborne sewage system at Thule Air Base in Greenland and utility system 
extensions and additions at various bases required to support the new facilities 
to be constructed in this program. 

Real cstate.—$680.000 are requested in the program for the acquisition of vari- 
ous types of identified real estate interests. These interests include 740 acres 
of fee purchase at a cost of $308,000; 75 acres of right-of-way easements at a 
cost of $72,000; and $300,000 for land interests costing $25,000 or less. These 
interests are required primarily for the installation of runway overruns and 
approach lights and fur navaids and communications facilities. In addition, 
certain real estate interests, not yet tirmly identified will be acquired under the 
amounts requested for the missile programs, the SAGE supercombat centers, and 
the NORAD combat operations center. 


CONSTRUCTION FUND STATUS 


This concludes specific references to the 1960 program. However, it may be 
of value to the committee to review the status of the 1959 program and plans 
made for the obligation of the 1960 program. The following is the anticipated 
status of funds as of June 30, 1959. 


Millions 
of dollars 


Carryover funds, July 1, 1958 
Funds made available fiscal year 1959 (Including $4 million reimburse- 


Sabstantially all of this carryover not required for design, supervision, over- 
head, ete., by the Corps of Engineers and Bureau of Yards and Docks will be 
ob‘igated by September 1, 1959. 

Following is our contract award objective, by month, for the fiscal year 1960 
construction program: 

Milliona 
1959: of dollars 
September 
October 


December 
1960: 

January 

February — 

March 


CONCLUSION 


The need for concurrent satisfaction of base requirements for new weapon 
systems and elimination of deficiencies at current operating buses, within reason- 
able economic limits, has made it essential that projects included in the annual 
Air Force military construction program be carefully selected. The Air Force 
has applied its best judgment in developing a program which includes ouly 
facilities most critically needed to satisfy long-term requirewents fur priority 
objectives, and provide maximum capability to its forces. 


Srre ADAPTATION OF ProveN DeEsIGNs 


General Dreyer. During the past year increased emphasis has 
been placed on improving design. We have requested the Corps of 
Engineers to site adapt already proven designs whenever possible 
and have held a series of conferences with them to agree on the facil- 
ities that can be site adapted rather than develop a new design for 
each project. 
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In addition to common items such as barracks and family hous- 
ing, we will site adapt a single design for such facilities as BOMARC, 
TITAN, and ATLAS missiles, SAGE supercombat centers, and 
radar Improvement facilities. In addition to the initial saving of 
design costs, site adaptation of proven design eliminates, to a great 
extent, costly change orders. 

During this fiscal year we will award contracts for 17 housing 
projects and 13 of them will be site adaptations. We shall continue 
to make more use of site adaptation to provide better and more 
economical design. However, we must be careful that our design 
keeps pace with improvements in technological knowledge for new 
weapon systems. Generally, design and construction precedes opera- 
tional dates by approximately 2 years. It is unwise to “freeze” on 
a construction design too early in the weapon development stage. 


TOTAL PROGRAM 


The program we are presenting today totals $898,068,000 and con- 
sists of the following: 


Financing of new authorizations requested in fiscal year 1960____ $777, 049, 000 
Financing of projects authorized in prior years 64, 719, 000 
Financing of various requirements under permanent authoriza- 


56, 300, 000 


Total 898, 068, 000 
Geographically the program is distributed as follows: 
Inside the United States $771, 534, 000 
INS TOE 70, 234, 000 
Various worldwide (design, minor construction, support activ- 


898, 068, 000 
WEAPON SYSTEM APPROACH 


To aid in implementation of the construction program as part of 
the overall Air Force program, a weapon system approach has been 
applied in the analysis of requirements and programs. By this 
method, total costs for each of the various systems or program ob- 
jectives are analyzed in respect to the capabilities produced by the 
respective systems or objectives. This type of analysis provides a 
more realistic method for selecting the most effective and efficient 
combination of forces and systems attainable within available re- 
sources, and for minimizing imbalances between weapons and their 
supporting components. 

STRATEGIC ForcES 


The largest portion of the program, $492 million or 55 percent of 
the total program, provides facilities in direct support of the strategic 
strike forces. This total consists of facilities for manned bombers 
and their supporting tanker aircraft, ballistic, and air-to-surface 
missiles, and space satellite program. 


42550—59——23 
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BALLISTIC MISSILES 


Over two-thirds of the facilities requested for the strategic forces, 
or $372 million, are for ballistic missiles. 

The amounts requested in the fiscal year 1960 program will con- 
struct facilities for additional squadrons of the ATLAS ICBM and 
TITAN ICBM squadrons in a fully hardened configuration. 

Also included in the ballistic missile amount are projects for the 
construction of test and prototype launching facilities for the 
MINUTEMAN solid-propellant ICBM. 


WARNING 


Twenty-three million dollars are requested for facilities supporting 
various satellite programs for attack warning, reconnaissance, com- 
munications, and global weather surveillance. These facilities consist 
of launching sites, tracking and information acquisition sites, and 
control and data interpretation centers, 


AIR-TO-SURFACE MISSILES 


Ten million dollars are included in the program to construct facili- 
ties for the HOUND DOG and the QUAIL air-to-surface missiles 
carried by the Strategic Air Command bombers to provide them with 
greater penetration capability. 


BOMBER AND TANKER FACILITIES 


The currently planned B-52 force has been increased to 42 squad- 
rons in 14 wings and additional dispersal bases are needed. This 
appropriation request proposes the provision of four additional B-52 
dispersal bases by the conversion of existing B-47 installations— 
Homestead Air Force Base, Fla.; McCoy Air Force Base, Fla. ; Lar- 
son Air Force Base, Wash.; and Schilling Air Force Base, Kans.— 
and includes $14.9 million for construction of facilities for that 
purpose. 

Additional bomber and tanker force facilities in this year’s con- 
struction program include a third and last major increment of con- 
struction at Richard Bong Air Force Base, Wis., at which one of the 
first operational B-58 wings will be deployed; and operational types 
of facilities at dispersal bases previously programed and at KC-97 
and KC-135 tanker bases. 


HOUSE APPROVAL OF EIELSON REPROGRAMING 


Mr. MacIntyre. If I may interrupt for a moment. I have just 
been informed that the House committee has approved the Eielson te- 
programing. I thought it would be a good thing to get that in the 
record. 

Senator Casr. We are glad to know that. The clerk will advise 
the chairman in a letter. 

Mr. MacInryre. If I may be excused, I will appreciate it. 

Senator Casr. Thank you for your testimony. 

General Dreyer. The next item is “Air defense.” 





eeO ce = ot 2a ww ht oh lh, 


5 ae by ot ct mM 








MILITARY CONSTRUCTION APPROPRIATIONS, 1960 353 
Senator Casr. Before you go to BOMARC and defense, I want to 
ask one question. Are all of the dispersal bases presently operational 
B-47 bases ? 

General Dreyer. I don’t think there are any B-47’s at Larson yet. 
At the other three, there are B—47’s there now. 

Senator Case. Is it a presently operational base? 

General Dreyer. Yes, sir. 

You will note, sir, from the line items in the programs for these 


bases the cost factor is very low. We do not have to do very much to 
convert them. 
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AIR DEFENSE 











Facilities for air defense, including both active defense and warn- 
ing and control functions, amount to $218.7 million, including $20.8 
million for the BOMARC missile; $22.4 million to improve the readi- 
ness capability and effectiveness of fighter interceptor aircraft; $33.5 
million of additional funds to provide the balance of the facilities 
needed for the first operational ballistic missile early warning sites; 
$50.6 million to provide for expansion and improvements in the radar 
warning system, principally the provision of facilities at primary 
radar stations in North America for the installation of high-powered 
and long-range radars to provide a frequency diversity capability in 
the warning system; $71 million for the SAGE—Semiautomatic 
ground environment—system, of which $57.3 million will be utilized 
for the construction of a number of hardened facilities for the in- 
stallation of solid-state—transistor—computers in super combat cen- 
ters; $10 million to initiate construction of a hardened combat opera- 
tions center in the Colorado Springs, Colo., area, from which the 
NORAD command will direct and control the air defense of the 
United States and Canada; and $10.3 million for support of various 
air defense weapon systems. 
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TACTICAL FORCES 






The program directly supporting the tactical forces amounts to 
$28.6 million, including $16.4 million devoted to facilities for tactical 
missiles, which will provide hardened facilities for the MACE missile 
at overseas locations. 

Senator Casr. I think it would be desirable for you to supplement 
your statement with something that perhaps may or may not be open 
record on the SAGE situation. I am going to the question of whether 
or not the ARGUS high altitude test presents any problem that is 
being met by what you mepons to do with SAGE, or is there any im- 
plication in that for SAGE ¢ 

General Dreyer. I have not heard any of the technical people make 
any mention of that whatsoever in connection with this network. If 
that is a factor, it would have to come from the technical people, sir. 
Tam not able to answer the question. 

Senator Casr. May we suggest that you do consult with the techni- 
cal people and see whether or not you want to submit anything for 
the classified record. 


The clerk advises me that there has been some discussion of that at 
some previous session. 
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General Dreyer. I believe the question is pertinent to the interfer- 
ence with our radar system insofar as it is part of the SAGE system 
because of the high altitude ARGUS explosion. Is that the point that 
is in question ? 

Senator Casr. Yes. The possibility of any scrambling effect. 

General Dreyer. Yes, we can do that. . 

(The information referred to follows :) 


The Air Research and Development Command has conducted a specific investi- 
gation of the impact of the ARGUS test findings on our planned SAGE opera- 
tions. The conclusion was that the effects would be negligible, and these effects 
do not present problems or implications to warrant changes in our SAGE plans 
and programs. 


CONCENTRATION OF FACILITIES AT COLORADO SPRINGS 


Senator Case. Then with regard to NORAD, will you be present 
when the detail is presented on NORAD? Do you plan to be? 

General Dreyer. Yes, sir, I can be. 

Senator Case. I think there may be some policy questions that may 
come up and which may be discussed perhaps more appropriately when 
we get to the detail there. 

One general question I meant to ask is, whether or not the concen- 
tration of several mission facilities in the Colorado Springs area in- 
creases your problem by putting NORAD headquarters, the new 
NORAD headquarters at the site selected. 

General Dreyer. As you know, Mr. Chairman, the NORAD head- 
quarters is already in the Colorado Springs area. 

Senator Case. What there is of it? 

General Dreyer. Yes, sir. 

Senator Case. I was not very proud of it when I saw it. 

General Dreyer. We are not very proud of the facility either. 
That is one reason we are asking for new headquarters. The con- 
figuration of the new headquarters incorporates other things as well 
as the new building. I don’t think that the new headquarters build- 
ing will make the problem any different than it is right now. I under- 
stand that there is no problem of operation or any other difficulty with 
the location of our headquarters. 

Senator Casr. There will be a greater demand for water? 

General Dreyer. So far as I know, there is no water problem, sir. 
I don’t see why it should be any pee when the new headquarters 
is built than rightnow. So faras Il am able to determine, the personnel 
strength will be the same. 


COMMUNITY SUPPORT 


Senator Case. Any problem with community support? 

General Dreyer. The community support will be essentially the 
same as it is now. 

Senator Case. The building of the new headquarters will not in- 
crease the requirement? 

General Dreyer. I should not think so. As a matter of fact, there 
will be continued utilization of the existing facilities in the Colorado 
Springs area that we are now using insofar as they are needed after 
the new headquarters is built. 
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Senator Cass. I think I interrupted you when you were starting 
in with Military Air Transport. 

General Dreyer. Yes, sir. 

Projects for Military Air Transport activities total $5.1 million and 
consist of operational and support facilities related to MATS trans- 
port aircraft operations. 


GENERAL SUPPORT 


Other major support programs include $22.3 million for facilities 
to support Air Force R. & D. ane $19 million for training and 
education programs; $3.3 million for operational, maintenance, and 
support facilities at Air Materiel Command depots inside the United 
States; $29.4 million for facilities for forces stationed in oversea 
theaters; $21 million for construction at Andrews Air Force Base, Md., 
to provide a second increment of facilities needed by the Air Force 
to implement plans for phasing Air Force flying activities out of 
Bolling Air Force Base and Washington National Airport; and $1.9 
million for special classified activities. 


ANDREWS FIELD 


Senator Case. Before you depart from this Andrews program, how 
is that proceeding as far as schedule is concerned ? 

General Dreyer. As far as we can determine right now the schedule 
calls for completion of the new runway next fall. Not this coming 
fall but the fall of 1960, At that time, we indicated some time ago 
that the Navy would then be permitted to operate out of Andrews 


Air Force Base. It was intended that they would have their construc- 
tion completed at that time and they could move their operation into 
Andrews. We would at that same time be able to move all of the 
activities—I believe I stand to be corrected on this—out of National 
Airport and some of the activities out of Bolling, but we will not be 
able to move all of the activities out of Bolling until we get the con- 
struction that is provided for in this particular program, sir. 

Senator Case. When do you expect that to be accomplished ? 

General Dreyer. I believe that is June of 1961. 

Senator Casr. You are about 2 years away from closing out at 
Bolling ? 

General Dreyer. Yes, sir; flying activities completely out of 
Bolling. 

Senator Casr. You are 1 year away from closing out at Washing- 
ton National ? 

General Dreyer. Some of the activities have already moved out of 
Washington National Airport. 

Colonel Darsy. We still have some special air missions there. 

Senator Casr. How soon will they be closed out on the shift to 
Andrews at the rate they are being made? 

Colonel Darsy. When we get our new runway completed. I think 
in the fall of 1960. 

Senator Case. That is about 16 months away. 
_ General Dreyer. The $64.7 million for funding of prior years’ 
authorizations, which I mentioned earlier are distributed throughout 
the programs just summarized. These prior years’ authorizations 
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consist generally of the same types of operational and support items at 
both U.S. and oversea bases as those which are included in the new 
authorizaiton program for fiscal year 1960. 

The $56.3 million for financing of permanent authorizations in fiscal 
year 1960 provides general support for the overall construction effort 
and includes the following elements. 


DESIGN 


Twenty-five million dollars for design to provide those funds needed 
in fiscal year 1960 for design of, primarily, the 1961 program. 


MINOR CONSTRUCTION 


Seventeen million dollars for minor construction for the construc- 
tion of unforeseen new facilities and additions to or conversions of 
existing facilities which are urgently required in the interest of na- 
tional defense and are not specifically authorized. 


FAMILY HOUSING SUPPORT 


Nine million dollars to provide the appropriated dollar support for 
family housing to be constructed in the United States in fiscal year 
1960 under the provisions of title VIII of the National Housing Act. 

Senator Case. That is, if it is extended. 

General Dreyer. Yes, sir. 


AUTHORITY FOR DIRECT LOANS TO VETERANS 


Senator Casg. Yesterday the Senate passed a bill which established 
authority for direct loans to veterans, picking up that section which 
I think was in the housing bill that is more or less bogged down. I 
have not been advised that there is any movement on the part of the 
Committee on Banking and Currency to pick up the extension of title 
VIII of the National Housing Act; but, as I think you know, there has 
been some discussion of the possibility of extending that in the mili- 
tary construction bill. 

Is it necessary that you get an extension of title VIII of the Na- 
tional Housing Act in one way or another if you are to use the fund- 
ing authority and approval sought in the appropriation bill? 

General Dreyer. Yes, sir. I don’t know how else we can use these 
few dollars to do us any good other than in support of title VIII pro- 

ram. 
> Senator Case. So it is essential that you get extension of that before 
what, the 30th of June? 

General Dreyer. Yes, sir. 

General Curtin. May I make a point there? 

Senator Casz. Yes. 

General Curtin. 30th of June of course is the desirable date, but 
assuming the act were extended the first of August and so on, we still 
could use this money. It is not geared necessarily to an extension 
precisely to the 30th of June. 

Senator Casz. You have work in process right now? 
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General Curtin. That is correct. In other words, we are geared 

up. We would just stop operations, awarding of contracts on new 
rojects. 

‘ General Dreyer. These funds will be utilized for land acquisition, 

off-site utilities, site preparation, architect-engineer services, and for 

FHA appraisal and eligibility statement and filing fees. 

One million dollars to supplement the surplus commodity family 
housing program in foreign countries; these funds provide services 
and construction materials such as hardware of plumbing items which 
are not available locally. 

ACCESS ROADS 


Four million dollars for the replacement, relocation, or provision, 
of new off-base access roads. Right-of-way acquisition and con- 
struction work related to these roads are performed for the Air Force 
by the Bureau of Public Roads after certification by the Secretary 
of Defense. 

LAND ACQUISITION—$25,000 AND UNDER 


$300,000 to provide for the acquisition of noncontiguous real estate 
interests where the cost of an individual parcel does not exceed $25,000. 
These minor land acquisitions are made under permanent authoriza- 
tions and include unforeseen real estate requirements as well as cur- 
rently identified specific real estate interests. 

Mr. Chairman, we have prepared a brief special presentation cov- 
ering 12 selected types of facilities which we shall be happy to make 
if the committee ie. I believe an explanation of these facilities 
would be helpful to the committee and also expedite its review of the 


program as each item is — at several installations in the pro- 
u 


gram and serves a special function or involves a special type of con- 
struction. In all, the 12 types of facilities covered by the special 
presentation make up approximately one-third of the total line items 
in the program. 

We thought perhaps if you could see this presentation, Mr. Chair- 
man, it would help each time we came to one of the line items in the 
program. 

Senator Cass. I think no doubt it would, but I would hope that a 
larger membership of the committee might have the benefit of that 
presentation. With the hour so late, let us not start that tonight. 

General Dreyer. Very well. That completes my abbreviated state- 
ment, Mr. Chairman. 

HOSPITAL PROGRAM 


Senator Case. I would like to ask you a question on this hospital 
program. Are you familiar with the recommendation in the mili- 
tary construction bill as it was submitted to the full committee of the 
Armed Service Committee? 

General Dreyer. I am not sure whether I am or not. Are you re- 
ferring to the deletion ? 

Senator Case. Yes, sir. 

General Dreyer. I am familiar with that. 

or peel Casr. Do you want to make any comment on that at this 
time? 

General Dreyer. I would, very definitely. We would like to have 
the committee reconsider the items that were deleted, because in each 
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instance we feel that the hospital that we requested in the original 
rogram was a sound requirement, very badly needed, and we would 
ike to have it reinstated. 
Senator Casz. Have you prepared any analytical comment upon 
the disparity between the cost in the several units? 


DETAILED COST DATA 


General Dreyer. I believe that a great deal of that data has been 
submitted to the Armed Services Committee. This committee, of 
course, has not received that. However, it is available. We have 
very detailed cost data and comparative cost with civilian facility of a 
comparable capacity. We have a witness here today who can speak 
to that point, sir, if you so desire. 

a Case. I think it might be a little anticipatory to have any 
detailéd statement on it until the Armed Services Committee has 
reviewed the matter in the light of what you have submitted there. 
But I think the policy statement is in order at this time and the fact 
attention has been called to it here makes it possible for it to be 


picked up again, if the authorization should be restored in the military 
construction bill. 


General Dreyer. Very well, sir. 

Senator Casr. Is there anything else you would like to present or 
any of the Air Force representatives ? 

General Dreyer. No, sir; I have nothing more. We are prepared 
to go to line items, sir, if you so desire, or proceed from here anyway 
you desire. 

Senator Case. In view of the fact that it is now 10 minutes of 5, 
I don’t think we will go into those detail presentations at this time, 
but the clerk advises me that the Reserve and the Air National Guard 
people are here and have some short statements that could be taken 
up. 

Mr. Turner. Yes, sir. We had planned to finish this appropria- 
tion and then have those as separate appropriations. However, we 
will be very happy to adjust our plans. The guard people and the 
Reserve people are here and they could give their prepared statements. 

Senator Case. I think we can take them. 

General Wilson, your statement is not long here. You may place 
it in the record if you wish or read it. 


NATIONAL GUARD BUREAU 


STATEMENT OF MAJ. GEN. WINSTON P. WILSON, CHIEF, AIR FORCE 
DIVISION 


PREPARED STATEMENT 


General Witson. Mr. Chairman, if it is all right I would like to 
place my statement in the record. 
(The statement referred to follows:) 


Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, once again I am privileged to 
present and discuss with this committee the Air National Guard requirements 
for military construction. 

The Air National Guard construction program is based on operational pro- 
grams established by Headquarters, U.S. Air Force. Through our long range 
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construction program, projects are phased over a period of years to conform 
with the latest operational program changes. The main objective is to have 
adequate facilities available for all Air National Guard units when needed. 
When aircraft are delivered or unit strengths are increased, proper facilities 
support should be available to permit the accomplishment of the assigned 
mission. 

Basically, facilities requirements are met by making use of available Air Force 
or other military facilities; other available federally owned facilities, State and 
municipal facilities; or by lease or rental of privately owned spaces. New con- 
struction funds are requested only when the requirements cannot be satisfied 
by the use of the above-mentioned facilities. All construction or expansion of 
existing facilities is accomplished only when land is furnished by Federal license, 
Federal lease, or by States or other municipalities on a long-term lease for a 
nominal consideration. 


FUTURE REQUIREMENTS 


Mr. Chairman, for the period fiscal year 1960 through fiscal year 1963, we will 
have a requirement for construction amounting to approximately $66.9 million 
to meet our deficiencies. These deficiencies are mostly due to conversions to 
advanced model jet aircraft which have increased our facilities requirements 
considerably. In fiscal year 1958 and fiscal year 1959, 72 units were converted 
to newer type jet aircraft. For example, the F—84, F-86D/L, and F-100 aireraft 
require longer runways and taxiways. In this year’s program we are requesting 
that runways be extended at seven of our bases, and that paved overruns be 
constructed at two bases. These extensions and overruns will provide required 
safety factors for jet aircraft takeoff and landing procedures. At Alpena, Mich., 
a permanent field training site, and at Springfield, Ohio, we are requesting the 
construction of new aircraft control towers. Both of these installations are 
presently operating from mobile units. The safe and efficient operation of our 
aircraft is not possible without proper control tower facilities. With the high 
performance of our present-day jet aircraft, we cannot afford to endanger the 
lives of our pilots and other crew members through inadequate facilities and 
lack of safety devices. 

Another important safety factor is the aircraft arrester barrier. This 
mechanism, operated from the control tower, helps minimize the risk involved 
in abortive takeoffs, and brake, speed brake or flap failure on landings. We are 
requesting funds for 11 of these barriers this year, some of which are being 
resubmitted as the result of increased cost estimates submitted by our engineering 
staff. As new advanced weapons systems enter the Air Force inventory, more 
modern century type jet aircraft with larger and more complicated engines and 
afterburners are phased into the Air National Guard. The inadequacy of facili- 
ties, in some cases the general deterioration of old World War II facilities, 
has created critical deficiencies in aircraft maintenance hangars and engine 
buildup shops. The proper maintenance of Air National Guard aircraft is de- 
pendent on adequate facilities. We are, therefore, requesting maintenance 
hangars and engine buildup shops at certain locations. We feel that these struc- 
tures are essential facilities requirements for the proper maintenance of the high 
performance aircraft entering our inventory. 

In addition to the aforementioned types of construction, the Air National 
Guard is requesting funds for the construction of aircraft control and warning 
operations buildings at Haleakala and Kokee in the Hawaiian Islands. Aircraft 
control and warning sites at these locations provide component parts to an inte- 
grated radar aircraft control and warning system for the air defense of the 
Hawaiian Islands. 

In summary, this year the Air National Guard is requesting a total of $17 
nillion for military construction. Of this amount, $14,788,000 is requested for 
new construction, as shown on the justification sheets before you. We are also 
requesting $1,500,000 for supervision costs on prior year construction projects 
and $773,000 for design funds. If there are any questions concerning fiscal year 
1960 program or any other matter, my staff and I are at your service. 


BASIS OF PROGRAM 


General Wirson. I do want to state that the construction program 
that we have in the guard is based on a phased program in accord- 
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ance with the growth of our units and the change in modernization 
of the guard as new weapons systems come into the program. 

We feel we have a very sound long-range construction program, and 
I think it has been indicative over the past years that the programs 
that have been presented and have been built have met our require- 
ments. 

In this program that we have today for funding of the authoriza- 
tion of projects that have been approved, sir, to give you a brief run- 
down, we have a total of some 43 projects. Of that total, there will 
be $14.788 million for new construction—$1,500,000 will be for super- 
vision cost of prior year construction and $773,000 for design for 
future construction. 

The money included in this program will build two aircraft con- 
trol and warning sites. Both of those are in Honolulu. We will ex- 
pand three aircraft aprons. We will build 11 arrester barriers for 
guard aircraft. We include one maintenance shop for auto mainte- 
nance in Tennessee. We have two control towers. We have four 
engine buildup shops, one simulator building, and replacement of 
five hangars. 

That is the total, plus a few other items such as the removal of a 
radio tower, a flying hazard at Buckley Field. We have one supply 
storage building. We have the extension of seven runways or taxi- 
way systems, and we include two overruns plus some warehouse based 
armament storage to complete our program for this year. 

Mr. Chairman, it is the same program that was discussed with the 
Authorization Committee before. I will be glad to answer any ques- 
tions. 

IMPORTANCE OF AIR NATIONAL GUARD 


Senator Case. General Wilson, I think you know personally that I 
have been of the conviction that any war threat in the immediate future 
would place a heavy dependence on the Air National Guard, probably 
more than we have ever had in any previous military situation. For 
that reason, I think other members of the Construction Committee 
have been quite sympathetic with requests to give you the facilities 
that would permit the Air National Guard to function readily. 

General Witson. The committee certainly has given us all the 
support in the world for this program. I would like to assure you 
that I think the guard is in better shape than it has ever been to meet 
any requirement that is given to it by the Air Force at this time, sir. 

enator Casr. Speaking realistically, we all recognize the potentials 
of certain other systems of defense, but if there were immediate 
critical responsibility, that would fall rather directly and heavily 
upon the Guard. 

General Wrison. That is right, sir. 

Senator Casz. I think we all want it to be in the best posture of 
readiness that is possible to attain. I notice you referred to some 
aircraft control and warning buildings in the Hawaiian Islands. I 
believe you were present when I spoke of the fact when I was in 
Honolulu in that area last December I saw an alert there at the crack 
Guard station you have there. 
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DEFENSE OF HAWAIIAN ISLANDS 


General Wirson. Yes, sir. In fact, right now the Guard is charged 
with the defense of the Hawaiian Islands, not only from the air- 
craft—but we have the two radar stations that are doing the early 
warning and also the “GCI” control of the aircraft. 

Senator Case. It was an encouraging thing to me to see the spirit of 
the men in that unit. They really live the task assigned; they are 
on the alert there, and it is just as real to them as any alert I have seen 
with the regular forces. 

General Wixson. They are dedicated people, Senator. They are 
doing a job that they love, and they want to do, and they feel that they 
are part of it, sir. 

Senator Case. It was a little personal pleasure because they are 
always competing with the 175th National Guard in South Dakota. 

General Witson. Yes, sir; they have done an outstanding job. 
They are one of our units that are on a 24-hour alert. 

Senator Case. I think we are fortunate that we have men with the 
dedication that they do have in the guard. 

Is there anything further as a general statement ? 

General Witson. No, sir, I think that about covers it. It puts our 
program on schedule for long-range construction. We will have 
requirements in future years as more modern aircraft come into the 
program and modernization of our facilities are required, sir. 

Senator Casg. Details will be taken up later when we take up the 
line items. 

General Wirson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Casr. The Reserve. General Vidal, do you have a state- 
ment ? 

Arr Force RESERVE 


STATEMENT OF BRIG. GEN. FELIX L. VIDAL, DEPUTY FOR AIR 
FORCE RESERVE AFFAIRS OFFICE, ASSISTANT CHIEF OF STAFF 
FOR RESERVE FORCES 


PREPARED STATEMENT 


General Vina. Yes, sir; I will place my statement in the record. 

Senator Case. It may be placed in the record. You may highlight 
it as you wish. 

(The statement referred to follows:) 


Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I welcome this opportunity to 
appear before you in my capacity as Deputy for Air Force Reserve Affairs to 
present the Air Force Reserve military construction appropriation program for 
fiscal year 1960. In prior years, funds for construction of facilities for the Air 
Force Reserve program have been included in the appropriation: “Military Con- 
struction, Air Force.” Since this is the first justification of the new appropria- 
tion: “Military Construction, Air Force Reserve,” I would like to devote the next 
few moments to a description of the Air Force Reserve program, its policies and 
objectives, and the facilities for which we request funding approval for fiscal 
year 1960. 


POLICIES AND OBJECTIVES 


The policies and objectives established during fiscal year 1958 and 1959 have 
been tailored to make the Air Force Reserve capable of augmenting the Active 
Establishment during a national emergency. With a rapidly moving and con- 
stantly changing Active Force, the attainment of a dynamic Ready Reserve for 
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augmentation is a difficult task. Periodic reviews provide a means of evaluating 
the Reserve program to insure a force structure designed to meet current war 
plans. Constant surveillance is maintained to insure that our program reflects 
the latest military concepts. 

FORCE STRUCTURE 


The Air Force Reserve force consists of 15 troop carrier wings with 45 troop 
carrier squadrons, 5 air rescue squadrons, and 40 support-type organizations 
which meet the specific mobilization requirements of the Active Force for com- 
munications, air evacuation, air resupply, and hospital units. 

In addition to this unit program, we also have a requirement to train an 
additional augmentation force of 180,000 reservists in the individual training 
program. Individual training is provided by: (1) job proficiency training, 
(2) special tours of duty, (3) school training, (4) correspondence courses, and 
(5) Air Reserve center training. 


FISCAL YEAR 1960 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION APPROPRIATION PROGRAM 


This year, we are requesting $4 million for military construction. Of this 
amount, $120,000 is requested for the planning and designing of future con- 
struction. 

INSTALLATIONS FOR UNIT PROGRAM 


The 45 squadrons of the troop carrier wings are located at 35 locations. Four 
air rescue squadrons and 18 support units are also located at these 35 locations 
and are jointly utilizing facilities with troop carrier units. 

In accordance with the policy of the Department of Defense to locate Reserve 
activities at Regular Air Force, Army, and Navy installations, or other Govern- 
ment-owned facilities within the limits of Reserve manning potential capability, 
our 35 flying locations of the troop carrier unit program are situated on 18 
Regular Air Force and 3 Navy installations plus joint utilization, with the Air 
National Guard, at 8 of 14 civil airports utilized. 

The remaining air rescue squadron and 22 support units are located on Regu- 
lar Air Force and/or Reserve installations. 


FACILITY REQUIREMENTS UNIT PROGRAM 


The Air Force gives first priority to the construction of faciliites to support 
the combat capability of the troop carrier wings and squadrons. As stated above, 
the troop carrier units are located at 35 locations. 

Facilities to be provided are limited to minimum operational-type items such 
as hangars, warehouses, fire stations, auto shops, fuel storage, operations and 
training space, and when fully substantiated, dormitories for weekend reservists. 

Standards developed by the Air Force for each of the above facilities have 
been approved by Office, Secretary of Defense. 

All of the 35 troop carrier locations are now in operation. 

Minimum facility requirements at 19 locations have been met through a com- 
bination of new construction and joint use of Air Force facilities. 

At seven locations, the units are utilizing World War II-type facilities. 

The remaining nine locations have not been provided all facilities under the 
minimum package provision. Deficiencies include hangars, aprons, warehouses, 
auto shops, fire stations, and dormitories. 

The program being presented today requests $4 million to apply against 
the deficiencies and provides for the construction of 15 line items at 8 flying 
locations. 

Approximately $2 million is programed for O’Hare Airport, Chicago, Ill. The 
Air Force has deemed it more economical for the Reserve and Air National 
Guard to construct their required facilities at this location rather than continue 
operation in the present old Douglas plant. ‘The Douglas plant has deteriorated 
to a state beyond economical repair. The normal operational cost of this facil- 
ity has been approximately $750,000 per year and rehabilitation cost has been 
estimated between $2 and $3 million. 

For the first time in our Reserve program, we have included a dormitory item. 
The design capacity is for 50 men. The facility will be of austere modified 
permanent construction with materials of concrete masonry walls on a concrete 
floor with ceiling of gypsum wallboard and an asbestos rolled roof. The dormi- 
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tory is planned for construction at locations to house weekend reservists who 
must travel for 2 hours or a distance in excess of 50 miles to the training 
location. We believe that this facility will improve the manning stature at 
our Reserve bases. 

The balance of our line items are required to make up deficiencies in the 
facilities program. 


INSTALLATIONS FOR INDIVIDUAL TRAINING PROGRAM 


There are 82 Air Reserve centers in being and all are located in the larger 
metropolitan areas of the country. 

Each center has several Reserve units assigned. These units are staffed by 
Reserve personnel who administer and supervise classroom training in over 
1,100 locations throughout the United States. 


FACILITY REQUIREMENTS INDIVIDUAL TRAINING PROGRAM 


The program as presented today will not provide for any facilities for the 
individual training program. 

The 82 centers are utilizing permanent type buildings and Government owned 
and/or operated facilities. Where this is not feasible, commercially leased 
facilities have been acquired. 

Construction of future Air Reserve centers will be programed only when it 
is determined that such construction meets the best interest of the Government. 


FUTURE CONSTRUCTION 


Future construction requirements for our Reserve flying units is estimated to 
be $26 million after fiscal year 1960. This amount will provide deficiency items 
required to complete the minimum operational facilities at all of our flying 
locations. 

It is estimated that $77,800,000 will be made available through June 30, 1959, 
for Air Force Reserve construction. Estimated obligated amount by June 30, 
1959, is $76,200,000. 

CONCLUSION 


Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, this completes my presentation 
of the fiscal year 1960 military construction, Air Force Reserve program. 

I wish to assure the committee that satisfactory progress is being made in 
the Reserve construction program. This progress has resulted from the assist- 
ance we have received from the Congress, Bureau of the Budget, and the De- 
partment of Defense. With the .additional support requested for fiscal year 
1960, the Air Force Reserve will be able to carry out their assigned D-day 
mission in the same outstanding manner as they always have in the past during 
times of national need. 


Gentlemen, my supporting witnesses and I are ready to provide you with any 
further information you may desire. 


GENERAL STATEMENT 


General Vipat. The program being presented today requests $4 
million to finance new military construction authorization for de- 
ficiency items and will provide for the construction of 15 line items 
at 8 flying locations. Deficiencies include hangars, aprons, auto shops, 
fire stations, and dormitories. 

One million six hundred thousand dollars is programed for the con- 
struction of an all-purpose hangar at O’Hare Airport, Chicago, II1., 
78,000 feet. In addition to aircraft maintenance area, includes lean- 
to’s for shops, administration, operation, and classroom space, also 
provides for food service area. 

One million three hundred thousand dollars is being requested for 
apron, aircraft parking at three locations. Ellington Air Force Base, 
strengthening existing apron; O’Hare, rehabilitate existing apron; 
Portland, add apron. 
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Four hundred and twelve thousand dollars is required for supply 
facilities at three locations. Basic warehouse at Bakalar Air Force 
Base; additional warehouse increments at Richards-Gebaur and Wil- 
low Grove NAS. 


CONSTRUCTION OF DORMITORIES 


One hundred and thirty-one thousand dollars is being requested to 
construct a 50-man dormitory at 3 locations. The facility will be of 
austere modified permanent construction with materials of concrete 
masonry walls on a concrete floor with ceiling of gypsum wallboard 
and an asbestos rolled roof. The dormitory will be constructed to 
house weekend reservists who must travel for 2 hours or a distance in 
excess of 50 miles to the training location. Davis Airport, General 
Mitchell, and Willow Grove NAS. 

Four hundred and thirty thousand dollars is requested to construct 
a fire station, taxiway lighting, washrack, heating plant, and water 
distribution mains. 

The balance of $120,000 is requested for planning and designing 
future construction. 

The program as presented today will not provide for any facilities 
for the individual training program. 

Future construction requirements for our Reserve flying units is 
estimated to be $26 million after fiscal year 1960. This amount will 
provide deficiency items required to complete the minimum opera- 
tional facilities at all of our flying locations. 

That completes my presentation of the fiscal year 1960 military 
construction for the Air Force Reserve, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Cass. I was interested in what you said about the dormi- 
tory item. It is my observation that we have been placing a heavy 
reliance upon the attitude of some of the Air Force Reserves to ex- 
pect them to keep up their training and to keep organized units on 
a proper basis where they come in from outlying towns or com- 
munities or farms and travel in any part of the country in all kinds 
of weather and then perhaps after an evening session have to go 
back home in inclement weather several miles. And the same thing 
applies to the Air National Guard units. 

aaest Vipau. We have good success with them. 

Senator Case. I think we should have a dormitory every place 
where we have a unit where any substantial part of the membership 
comes from some distance. In many places, where the 175th is, 
we should have a unit that could be utilized by members of the Naval 
Reserve as well. I think it could be a dormitory that could be avail- 
able to members of any service component. 

General Vidal, didn’t you have an authorization for an armory at 
Aberdeen ? 

General Vinat. No sir. Nothing in the Air Force Reserve. That 
will probably be Army, the Army training center. 

Senator Case. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Casr. Is there anything further for the record ? 

General Viva. Nosir; I have nothing. 
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Senator Casz. If not, I want to thank you for your patience to 
wait until theend of theday. But we got you in. 

General Vina. I appreciate it. 

Senator Casr. The committee will recess to the call of the Chair. 

(Whereupon, at 5:10 p.m., Wednesday, June 17, 1959, the committee 
adjourned subject to the call of the Chair.) 
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THURSDAY, JUNE 25, 1959 
U.S. SENATE, 


SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, 
Washington, D.C. 
The subcommitte met at 2:30 p.m., pursuant to recess, in room 1224, 
New Senate Office Building, Hon. John Stennis presiding. 
Present: Senator Stennis. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM 


STATEMENTS OF BRIG. GEN. C. F. DREYER, DEPUTY DIRECTOR OF 
CIVIL ENGINEERING; BRIG. GEN. R. H. CURTIN, DEPUTY DIREC- 
TOR FOR REAL PROPERTY; COL. E. R. JACKSON, DIRECTORATE 
OF CIVIL ENGINEERING; COL. M. T. EDMONDS, DIRECTORATE OF 
CIVIL ENGINEERING; COL. J. C. CARMICHAEL, SURGEON GEN- 
ERAL; AND COL. J. T. STEWART, OFFICE OF ASSISTANT FOR 
DEVELOPMENT PROGRAMING 


STATEMENT BY THE CHAIRMAN 


Senator Stennis. The subcommittee will come to order, please. 

I first want to tell you that I regret very much that I could not be 
here the other day when you opened your hearings for the Air Force’s 
part of this bill, but Senator Gaen was very obliging in coming down. 

As you know, he is well versed in the situation. I am entirely in 
sympathy with your program and through the Armed Services Com- 
' mittee and the Preparedness Subcommittee and the Military Author- 
ization Subcommittee, I have heard a little about your program al- 
ready this year. In fact, we have been in almost daily session in one 
capacity or another since January. 

However, I think every item has a place, and I want to be familiar 
with it to a degree at least, and to be able to make an affirmative 
recommendation of some kind to my fellow members of the commit- 
tee, and the Senate. So, we will take these up largely in the order 
you wish, but we do not want to skip over anything. 

General Dreyer, I understand you are going to have charge of the 
presentation. Is that right? 

General Dreyer. I would like to make a brief opening statement. 

Senator Stennis. You may proceed in any way you wish. This is 
an open hearing. I do not doe in wasting time, but I do not be- 
lieve in running by any red lights. Anything that is important is 
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entitled to time, although I have already been over elemental things 
this year. I do not know how many of you gentlemen have been 
sworn. We have a policy in this subcommittee that the witnesses 
will be sworn. So will those of you who are going to testify, please 
stand. 

General Dreyer. We have been sworn in before, Senator. 

Senator Srennis. You will proceed in your own way, and I will not 
interrupt you. If I do, my interruptions will be very brief and as 
few as possible. 

General Dreyer. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 


REPETITIVE ITEMS 


I feel that before we get into the individual line items in the pro- 
gram, it will be very helpful to you and possibly expedite the review 
of the program as well, if you could see this presentation we have 
prepared for you here on repetitive type items. It is not very long. 
It is only about 11 items, but it represents over 200 items in the 
program out of 600 some odd items in the program. 


AUTHORIZING LEGISLATION 


Senator Stennis. I might state for your information, gentlemen, the 
authorization bill for this year, which has been held up as you know 
because of the missile situation in the revised plan, has gone back 
now to the Senate floor. It was approved this morning by the full 
committee and we hope to get it out in a very few days next week, 
and on into conference. 

ft lends uncertainty, something we regret greatly, but it was because 
the committee tried to take an affirmative position in bringing about 
some decisions. 

General Curtin. With your permission, for the record, I will sub- 
mit a detailed statement on these, but because, as General Dreyer 
mentioned, we have these 11 repetitive items that appear frequently, 
we thought it would be well to draw this picture. 

Senator Stennis. You mean they show up in various places? 

General Curtin. They show up in anywhere from 7 to 37 different 
locations from time to time throughout the program. They make up 
226 items of about the 660 items in the program, and while in them- 
selves, as individual items, they are not large sums of money, cumula- 
tively they total a little over $50 million, about $52 million to be 
exact. 

Senator Stennis. We had a situation in the Army’s presentation 
where they had a new type rifle range, and so forth, in various loca- 
— That would be an illustration of what you call a repetitive 
item ¢ 

General Curtin. Yes; it keeps cropping up at several locations. 


RUNWAY OVERRUNS 


The first one of these is runway overruns, which is a flying safety 
requirement. Actually, it provides a paved surface at the end of 
the runway, 1,000 feet long, for the width of the runway, 200 to 300 
feet, depending on what it is. It includes a blast pad for the first 
150 feet in extension of the runway. : 
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The purpose of this is to provide this paved surface, as we said, as 
a safety factor in case there is malfunctioning on takeoff or brakes fail 
on landing. We can then salvage the aircraft with a minimum of 
damage primarily through the use of the barrier which catches the 
aircraft and brings it to a gradual stop. 

Senator Stennis. What kind of a barrier is that? te 

General Curtin. This one here is actually a heavy chain, very simi- 
lar to an anchor chain, with a web gadget that is stretched across the 
runway. The web is engaged by the forward gear of the aircraft. 
Then as the aircraft moves forward down the overrun, increasing 
numbers of links of this chain are brought into motion, and therefore, 
the energy required to move these links slows down the aircraft pro- 
gressively. ; 

Of course, if the aircraft hits it at excessively high speeds, you stand 
a chance of breaking some of these links, but that is an unusual oc- 
currence. 

General Dreyer. This is only used for lighter aircraft, and is not 
yet satisfactory for heavier or bomber-type aircraft, sir. 


COST OF OVERRUNS 


Senator Stennis. What is the cost of it, as compared to the ordi- 
nary runway ? 

General Curtin. Let me explain the construction. The base course 
of this overrun is very comparable, and in most cases exactly com- 
parable to the runway base course. The primary difference is in the 
treatment, the first 150 feet here has a 2-inch asphalt concrete surfac- 
ing, and the remaining 850 feet has a double bituminous treatment on 
top of the prepared subgrade. So the differential is actually in pave- 
ment thickness. To answer your question precisely, we would have to 
assume a thickness here, say, of 16 inches, and it would probably then 
run something of the order of $8 to $10 per square yard cheaper than 
normal airfield heavy-duty pavement. 

Senator Stennis. The reason I wanted to know, is why not just 
go ahead and build the ordinary pavement to start with? 

General Curtin. Then you come to a place in distance where you 
have to apply a little reason and judgment to it. We hope that we 
have applied that reason and judgment in determining the length of 
the runway to start with. This overrun gives us a little safety factor 
for the human and the mechanical factors that I have mentioned such 
as short landings or brake failures or other malfunctions on landing 
and takeoff. 

Senator Stennis. My idea was there wasn’t too much difference in 
price. You could build it and if you wished to convert it later for 
a runway, it would be available as such. 

General Curtin. It could be converted to runway, with a minimum 
of cost. The only major problem here would be stripping off this 
surfacing, making a transition section in here, and paving it with com- 
parable thickness to the existing paving. That is one of the reasons 


the base course is built to the same sepa as the runway itself. 


Now I have shown on each of these c 
form of the presentation—— 

Senator Stennis. I have just one more question. Why do you build 
it that way? Isit more safe or is it tosave money ? 


arts, and this is a standard 
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General Curtin. No, sir; it is in keeping with the philosophy 
which we have for airfield pavement areas. We mark out a definitive 
area for the runway itself and overrun, if you will, is a transition from 
the fully safe paving to the surrounding terrain. 

Senator Stennis. My point is why not just go on and make it so you 
could use it later, if necessary ¢ 

General Curtin. We feel we would be spending money which 
wouldn’t, under the conditions we can foresee, be justified. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 


COMPUTATION OF RUNWAY LENGTHS 


General Dreyer. I could add something to that, Mr. Chairman. 
Our runway lengths are computed on what we call the critical field 
length. It is determined by the most critical type of aircraft that will 
be using that runway, and it is usually determined by the landing or 
the takeoff roll of the aircraft, depending on which is longer. 

Then there is a safety factor applied to that, and that determines 
the length of the runway. The overrun is a nontraffic pavement. 
The overrun is actually a nontraffic pavement which will permit an 
occasional use by the aircraft in making a short landing or in malfune- 
tion as pointed out in takeoff, but it will not take regular heavy tratlic. 

Senator Stennis. Proceed now with your figures. 

General Curtin. This is a standard format on this. We are show- 
ing the scope, and the thing varies from base to base, depending on 
whether the runway width is 200 feet or 300 feet, and whether the 
overrun is to be applied to one end or both ends. 

The spread of cost, with all of the variables shown, is indicated here. 
The number of bases to which the item is applied will next be shown, 
and then the total cost of all of the work in the program, in this par- 
ticular category. This will give you some idea of the value of this 
item in the program. Then the major commands that are using it or 
concerned with these particular items are indicated. 

Senator Stennis. That is SAC, SAC-7, and MATS overseas; that 
is one. 

COST PER SQUARE YARD 


How much is the median cost per unit cost? What is the unit cost 
on it? 

General Curtin. It would run here something of the order of $12 
to $15 per square yard, Mr. Chairman. 


Senator Stennis. All right. I like your way of presenting these 
matters. 


APPROACH LIGHTING 


General Curtin. The next item is en lighting. This is a 
i 


schematic scale of the new standard applied to commercial and mili- 
tary airfields in the United States by all U.S. agencies concerned with 
lighting airfields, commercial or military. This system extends out 
3,000 feet, and we have shown the major features. 

Here we have five lights in each row at 100-foot intervals between 
rows all of the way leading up tothe runway. Here we have what are 
known as rollbars to give the pilot a feel of horizontal level, if you will, 
and at the 1,000-foot point we have what is known asacrossbar. This 





nan. 
field 
will 
2 or 


Lines 
ent. 
t an 
une- 
aflic, 


10W- 
” ON 
> the 


rere, 
Wh, 
par- 
this 
it or 


that 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION APPROPRIATIONS, 1960 371 


is the point at which the pilot makes a determination to continue his 
landing or he realizes he is in trouble and he can pull up. 

Now, the main feature of this lighting in addition to going out 
3,000 feet, the present system only goes to 1,500 feet, is that we have 
what is known as a strobe light in the center and superimposed on 
these five lights. This light flashes in sequence with a very high- 
intensity bluish-white light which gives the pilot a feeling of move- 
ment and of direction. As he comes into the system he is sure that 
he is on the approach-light system, and not confused by surrounding 
industrial or commercial lights. 

This is a flying safety requirement providing for the visual aid, 
safe and efficient operation, of high-performance aircraft in an all- 
weather type of operation. The scope varies from 1,500 feet to 4,500 
feet, again depending on whether it is a new installation or modilica- 
tion and addition to an existing installation. A total of 31 bases are 
involved, at a total cost of roughly $914 million. 

You can see the major number of these facilities are again for the 
Strategic Air Command bases, with smaller numbers for the other 
commands. 

Senator Stennis. Who worked this out, General ? 

General Curtry. I have to give credit to General Dreyer. 

General Dreyer. On the system of lighting, he gives me too much 
credit. 

SCHEME OF PRESENTATION 


General Curtin. I am speaking of the scheme of presentation. 
General Dreyer. The lighting was worked out by the Air Force, 


and in conjunction with FAA and, as a matter of fact, we have put 
in a couple of pilot models of this, one at Dow Field in Maine, and 
one at March Air Force Base in California. 

I believe also that FAA is doing a little bit of research work on 
this same type of facility. 

Now, the only difference, I believe, in the national standard or 
international standard now and our system is that the rollbars are 
typical of Air Force installations rather than the general standard. 
That is our innovation, because with the high-performance fighter- 
type aircraft that land with the nose up, the pilot has to look pretty 
far ahead before he can get some indication of level flight. 

Senator Stennis. This plane, a passenger plane not too long ago, 
just let down before they got to the field. 

General Dreyer. That was a turboprop job in Idlewild Airport. 
There was some question about that, and this is only what I have read, 
and I do not have any official investigation report on it, but there was 
something wrong with the ILS system, that is the way I understand 
it; whether it was in the aircraft or on the ground, I don’t remember. 

Senator Stennis. Allright; we will proceed. 


INSTRUMENT LANDING SYSTEM 


General Curtin. This is the instrument landing system. This is 
the next item. This isa flying safety requirement to provide electronic 
and precision aid to the low approach of aircraft under instrument 
landing conditions. 
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Basically, what we are concerned with here is a localizer which 
we have shown there, located at one end of the runway. It sends out 
signals that create on the approach path a localizer course, if you will. 
Then the glide slope indicator is in another van located about this 
point in connection with the runway as shown here. It creates an- 
other glide slope path at 90 degrees to the localizer course. As the 
aircraft comes along, into its descent path, on instruments in the cock- 

it of the aircraft the pilot has a precise indication as to whether he 
is approaching the runway at proper glide and at proper alinement. 
ow, what we are concerned with in our construction program are 
these two marker buildings out here. As the pilot passes over these 
he knows by signals that he is at a precise point coming down this 
path. These are small buildings in which we house the equipment 
for these transmitters. 
TOTAL COSTS OF SYSTEMS 


The scope is shown here, one each, and the cost varies quite widely. 
This one is an oversea location. The total bases are 11, and the total 
cost is $1.4 million. 

Again you can see most of these are for Strategic Air Command, 
with the other commands as shown. This isa precise and precision in- 
strument landing aid, if you will, to bring the aircraft under all 
= conditions to the point of touchdown so he can make a safe 

anding. 

eather Stennis. These 11 bases, the total cost is $1.399; is that 
right? 

General Curtin. 

General Curtin. Yes, for all 11 bases. 


RADAR APPROVED CONTROL FACILITY 


The next item is the RAPCON, or radar approach control facility, 
also an air navigational aid requirement, providing radar control of 
aircraft, traffic within and through a designated air space. 

By that we mean within, around, and through the air space around 
an airfield. In this case, they are USAF airfields. This is a presen- 
tation drawing of many of the many types of buildings, and the 
scope varies. 

Senator Stennis. I thought that you already had this. You have 
only seven bases, and is this completing your program ? 

General Curtin. This is a part of the program, and it is very close 
to the initial phase. This facility has to be worked out very closely 
with the FAA and integrated into their air space control require- 
ments. 

Senator Stennis. That is some of the new parts of the program. 

General Curtrn. It isin this new civil-military program, Mr. Chair- 
man. This is aschematic of the floor plan. In the second floor of this 
building would be the operations room. You can see it is just a plain, 
simple building, concrete block. The scope I have spoken about, and 
the cost, varies again depending on the scope and the location. 

The total bases are seven, and the total is almost $2 million. Four 
of them for SAC bases and two for the training command, and one 
for the Air Materiel Command. 

Senator Stennis. That is part of the new civil air program. 
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General Dreyer. It will be operated jointly with FAA, sir, most 
of these will. 

Senator Stennis. You mean they will be on your bases, but they 
will assist in operating them ? 

General Dreyer. That is right. This controls an area, and it could 
eee military bases and civil fields at the same time, and usually 
it does. 

General Curtin. It will be manned by USAF/FAA personnel, but 
under their cognizance in the operation. 

Senator Stennis. It is kind of invading your premises, isn’t it? I 
know you are glad to cooperate, but does that lead to any problems? 

General Dreyer. I think we have always had CAA people in our 
control towers, sir, and this is an extension of that form of operation. 

General Curtin. It is just an extension of a philosophy which 
already exists. 

General Dreyer. It is a sensible thing to do. 


AIRCRAFT FIELD MAINTENANCE SHOPS 


General Curtin. The next is the aircraft field maintenance shops. 
This again is a presentation drawing of a typical building, and you can 
see the scope varies widely depending on the size of the base. This is 
essentially a machine shop type of building, if you will, for equipment 
that you might well see in a machine shop, drill presses and so on. It 
is in this facility that we provide the field maintenance for aircraft. 
By that we mean the aircraft parts and systems that are not otherwise 
taken care of in specialized shops such as the electronic shops, and 
propeller shops, and so on. 

Here we are talking largely about working on the airframe and 
fabricating major parts, and so on, for the aircraft itself, as opposed 
to specialized system and components that go within the aircraft. 

The cost varies as shown here, with a total of 10 bases, and the total 
in the program is $3.7 million. The Strategic Air Command has 
four, and the rest of the bases are shown there. 

Senator Srennis. It seems to me that you gentlemen have a lot of 
shops. I know it takes a great many. What is the special need for 
thisnow? Is this a quick repair? 

General Curtin. Not quick as such. It is really to round out the 
specialized types of facilities required for aircraft maintenance on 
a base. It is only provided in this program where no other or equiva- 
lent facility or no facility that can be reasonably adapted exists. 

Senator Stennis. It is not such an expensive building, but for this 
limited operation couldn’t you find some other building, some exist- 
ing building that would serve? 

General Curtin. We hope we have carried through the search for 
those buildings, Mr. Chairman, and that the program only reflects 
those cases where we aren’t able to take care of the requirement any 
other way. Maybe Colonel Jackson could address himself to that 
question more specifically. 

Colonel Jackson. In each case, Mr. Chairman, where we are re- 
questing a facility of this nature, we have attempted to do just as 
you have stated. Where there is a facility on the base that already 
exists, which will satisfy this requirement, I don’t believe that you 
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will find a request for that type of facility in this program before 
you today. 

But as aircraft become more complex, which they do every year, 
the requirement for shops both of a general nature such as this is, 
and also of a specialized nature which General Curtin referred to, 
such as the weapons calibration shelters and things of that nature— 
they are an integral and very urgent requirement on our Air Force 
bases. That is just to keep the aircraft intheair. — 

Senator Stennis. All right. 


INSPECTION AND REPAIR SHOPS 


General Curtin. Speaking of the specialized shops, this next is the 
inspection and repair shop, which provides for the buildup, disas- 
sembly, and testing and storage of aircraft engines. Again, it is an 
item which varies with the mission, and the costs shown here, and 
total of 16 bases, just under $5 million. 

Air Defense Command and Training Command has three, and SAC 
has five, and Training Command three. 

This provides a small office space here, and generally it is for han- 
dling of jet engines. That is what we are primarily concerned with 
here. When the engines have to be worked on, either because of mal- 
functions or because we are making a periodic overhaul of the engines 
these shops are used. New engines when they are received without 
accessories are also taken to this shop and the accessories added on to 
them, or if they are being shipped back, the accessories are being taken 
off 


This falls in the same category as the aircraft maintenance shop. 
It is a specialized facility in that you have to have the high a for the 
f 


overhead crane to handle the disassembly of the engine. Again, it 
is only being provided where we haven’t been able to find facilities on 
the base that can adequately serve this need by adaptation. 

Senator Srennis. I thought that you just took an engine out and 
shipped it to a special place ? 

Seated Curtin. When the engines are taken out and put in the can, 
a lot of the harness, as they call it in the trade, has to be taken off 
the engine before it is shipped. By the same token, when you get it 
back from the depot, it has to be put on it and the engine checked 
out and tested before it is inserted in an aircraft. 

This is the building in which the repairs are done on it if they are 
within the capability of the base people, or it is disassembled prior to 
going back to the depot. 

Senator Stennis. Do you have one of those depots at Tinker Air 
Force Base that is one of the special ones? 

General Curtin. Yes; that is a depot and does engine repair. 


SHOP GROUND POWERED EQUIPMENT 


Now the shop ground powered equipment is the last of our shop 
buildings. It provides working area for the engine inspection, repair, 
maintenance, and servicing equipment used for the ground operation 
of aircraft equipment and accessories, and I stress aircraft here. We 
are talking about servicing and repairing equipment such as starters, 
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air compressors, air conditioners, specialized ground handling equip- 
ment, only for aircraft. 

Now as the newer aircraft come in to the inventory they have become 
more complex and specialized. The numbers of items of equipment 
that are required on the ground to support it have increased to the 
point where we have in some cases been driven almost frantic in trying 
to find a facility to properly service this equipment. 

Again, this is a floor plan of a typical building, showing just a large 
floor area here, with the specialized sections for handling the general 
items that come in this category. 

The shop, armament, and electronics, another specialized shop, is 
for the maintenance and repair of equipment and accessories used in 
aircraft and communications and armament and cameras. Here we 
are talking about highly precise items. 


TOTAL COST 


Generally, this building requires air conditioning or at least hu- 
midity control and dust control of some form. The scope is shown 
here. It gets to be a little more expensive building because of the 
air conditioning and the special nature of it. There is a total of 
24 bases and $8.2 million. 

Here you can see Air Defense Command and SAC again are the 
major users of this particular facility in this program. 

Senator Srennis. How do you get along without these now, 
General ? 

General Curtin. In certain bases that I have visited, Mr. Chair- 
man, we are getting along on a shoestring in most cases. We are 
improvising through the utilization of facilities that we would per- 
haps otherwise dispose of. 

An example of what I am talking about, at one base I recently 
visited, we are using a building built in 1943. It is just a frame 
building and the roof is pretty well shot. If we don’t get a replace- 
ment for it we are going to have to practically rebuild the roof. We 
are getting by is about all we can say. 

But we are not getting along in terms of the importance of this 
equipment to the aircraft or its cost. 

Senator Stennis. You need 24 of these? Is this the beginning of 
anew program ? 

General Curtin. This, I would say, is a program which in gen- 
eral terms is well down the road. We have been building armament 
electronics shops now for about 8 years. We started out with cer- 
tain priority missions, with, I think, the Strategic Air Command 
getting the first ones. You will notice that finally, as the fighter 
aircraft has become more complex with its fire control and bombing 
systems, the emphasis here is on the Air Defense Command. 


IMPORTANCE OF FIGHTING PLANE 


Senator Stennis. I will tell you right now, after the proof I have 
heard, I believe that the fighter plane is still a large part of this 
picture. 

General Curtin. We certainly feel that way. 
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Senator Stennis. We are making something like a missile with 
an electronic brain. Some human brains are pretty weak, but it is 
better than an electronic brain yet. I know you have some very fine 
men in your fighter corps. I was down here at one of your missile 
stations, ground-to-air missiles, and I was impressed with the fact 
that all of your crew members were former fighter crew members, 
and it seemed that there is something in it. They have a fine spirit. 

That F-108, I don’t know how much of that is unclassified, but 
you have great expectations for that, do you not? ; 

General Dreyer. Yes, sir; if it develops the way the requirement 
is established for it now, we will have a wonderful airplane. 

Senator Stennis. It has a long range. 

General Curtin. And speed. 

Senator Stennis. That speed is terrific. For the fighters that you 
are using now, do you need these? 


ELECTRONIC GEAR 


General Dreyer. That is the reason this armament and electronics 
shop becomes more important. With the flight characteristics of these 
aircraft now, the aircraft is not too useful if this electronic gear does 
go out. Certainly the man performs a very valuable function as you 
pointed out. He will be needed for a long time, but with the speeds 
and altitudes that these aircraft fly today, this electronic gear is most 
essential to the mission. 

That is the reason we feel that these shops are so urgently needed. 
That is to keep this equipment in good condition. 


F-102 FIGHTER 


Senator Stennis. What is your main fighter now, in top usage? 

General Dreyer. I guess the 102 would be the principal fighter ; yes, 
sir. That is the F-102. 

Senator Stennis. What speed does it have, approximately ? 

General Dreyer. 1.2 mach. 


CALIBRATION SHELTER 


General Curtin. The next item ties into fighter aircraft. That is 
the calibration shelter to provide for the boresighting and harmon- 
ization of installed aircraft weapons fire control systems. We have 
generally two sizes; a smaller one which encompasses the forward 
section of the aircraft, and a larger one for cold climates. The aver- 
age costs are shown here, the total of 31 bases, with a little over $5 
million. All of these are in support of the Air Defense Command. 

This is a shelter in which the forward fire control systems can be 
harmonized by using targets, reflector targets, about 1,500 feet in 
front of the shelter. It is for this reason that the forward part of 
this shelter cannot be made of ferrous metal; generally it is made of 
concrete block or other like material, otherwise the system cannot be 
harmonized properly. 

Shelter is also required because in this harmonization and adjust- 
ment of the many gadgets on the aircraft, many doors and panels 
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are open. If the aircraft weren’t protected from the elements and 
were out on the ramp with other aircraft moving around, debris and 
dust would get into the very sensitive equipment. All of these are for 
the Air Defense Command. 


TOTAL COST OF SHELTER 


Senator Stennis. Now, there are 31 required for that, the total 
cost is $5 million. 

General Curtin. Yes, and there are 31 items in the program. 

‘Senator Stennis. What is this again? 

General Curtin. This is for air defense fighters, and it will take 
all of the later planes we now know about. There is a smaller room, 
air conditioned, to take care of sensitive instruments that have to be 
taken out for adjustment. 

Senator Stennis. The main thing is that it is just what it says, a 
calibration center, and you take them in there to calibrate these vari- 
ous things. 

General Curtin. The aircraft is physically jacked up on a specific 
point, leveled, and set true. Then the instruments are checked out 
against these reflector targets 1,500 feet forward. All of the system 
then is brought into harmony, so that all features of it are on the same 
frequency. 

Senator Stennis. This goes with that terrific speed. All of these 
things go to operate with that terrific speed. 

General Curtin. To tend to give them the degree of precision that 
you need with that speed. 

Senator Srennis. That is what I say. You have the speed, and 
therefore you must have these instruments very precise. 

General Dreyer. Mr. Chairman, the instruments that are in these 
aircraft, of course, are repaired and worked on in different shops. 
They are put together and they are calibrated to do a certain job. 
But the only way to tell whether or not the whole system as a unit, in 
the aircraft, will do what the pilot thinks it is going to do, is to put 
it in the aircraft and actually see whether or not it will do that. 

That facility does that. All of the systems are then integrated in 
the aircraft and then he sees what the system will do. He knows what 
it will do then. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

Colonel Jackson. I was going to add that one of the main reasons, 
of course, for this is to assure that the armament in the aircraft, that 
is, their guns or their missiles or whatever they might be using for 
armament, will, in fact, hit the target. 

In other words, in the old language, it is zeroed in on the target. 

Senator Srennis. Well, I do not know about this calibration. 

General Curtin. That is a mechanical term; calibrating being in 
terms of bringing into a precise degree of refinement or tolerance, if 
you will. 

Senator Stennis. Bringing into focus; is that right? 

General Curtin. Yes, and maybe we have to find a more explana- 
tory term. 

enator Stennis. That is all right. I just wanted to ask about it. 
It is something you didn’t have to do in the old days, so much of it. 
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MODERN COUNTERPART OF FIRING-IN BUTT 


Colonel Jackson. In the old days, they used _a relatively simple 
type of thing, which we called a firing-in butt. They would take the 
aircraft out to an isolated portion of the base and they had a tremen- 
dous mound of earth. They set the aircraft up 1,500 feet away and 
actually fired their 50-calibers into the firing-in Butt. 

Nowadays they are firing rockets, or air-to-air missiles or something 
of that nature, and this is really the modern counterpart of the old 
firing-in butt. 

Senator Stennis. That is a good additional explanation. I hadn't 
heard of it much before. That is all right. 


STORAGE BASE MULTICUBICLE 


General Curtin. The next one is storage base multicubicle. This is 
actually for the storage of classified weapons and we can’t go into the 
details of it here. It is a standard, reinforced, concrete structure with 
stalls. Again it varys in scope depending on the requirement. The 
cost variations are also shown, a total of 20 bases are involved, at a 
cost of about $2 million. Except for two, all of these items are for 
the Strategic Air Command. The two that are excepted are for the 
Air Defense Command in Alaska. 

It is just a very simple structure, and is generally situated in the 
ammunition storage areas of the bases on which it is located. 


COMMUNICATIONS AND RELATED ITEMS 


This next item relates to communications, and it is a ground pow- 


ered transmitter-receiver for housing equipment. It is to control 
manned and unmanned interceptors in combat. This ties in with the 
SAGE system. Thestandard scope is here. 

There are 37 bases involved and $7.2 million. You can see quite a 
variation in cost as the need for access roads and like items vary and 
we are talking about 37 of the existing aircraft control and warning 
sites. 

This is a standard building, 25 feet wide, and about 112 feet long. 

Senator Stennis. How many of those do you have? 

General Curtin. Thirty-seven of them. This is the largest num- 
ber of any of these repetitive items that we have. 

Senator Stennis. You might get tired of this question, but T feel 
it is very pertinent. How are you getting along without them? 

General Curtin. Actually, this ties back to the conversion of the 
aircraft control and warning system from the present manual systei 
to the semiautomatic or SAGE environment. 

It is all geared into this conversion program, Mr. Chairman. Un- 
der the present system we are doing a lot of this work manually. 


MASTER PLAN 


Senator Srennis. We have had this revised plan over here in the 
authorization bill, about the NIKE and the HERCULES and the 
BOMARC. This revised plan which I don’t think is really a master 
plan, but a revised plan, would it add anything to this program or 
take from it or what ? 
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General Curtin. This particular program is the same program 
that we submitted to the House, Mr. Chairman. Subject to correc- 
tion, as far as I know, the so-called master plan does not affect this 
item. 

Colonel Jackson. That is correct. Mr. Chairman, these go at exist- 
ing A.C. & W. sites, as I think’ General Curtin mentioned. Those 
sites are there, and they are in being. This would merely provide for 
the SAGE capability of directing the fighters and/or missiles in the 
intercept operation. It is not affected by the recent changes. 

Senator Stennis. This is a part of your BOMARC system, 
though ? 

General Curtin. Yes, and manned interceptors, which this is 
primarily tied to for communication. 


BUILDINGS AT AIRCRAFT CONTROL AND WARNING SITES 


The next item is correlated. This is an addition to existing build- 
ings at aircraft control and warning sites, again based on this require- 
ment generated by the conversion from manual systems to semiauto- 
matic systems. 

This is to house semiautomatic electronic equipment for transmis- 
sion of radar information from A.C. & W. sites to the SAGE direc- 
tion centers. 

The scope varies depending on the power and other requirements. 
The cost variations are shown, and 17 bases are involved, at a total 
cost. of roughly $2.1 million. All of these 17 items are located at air- 
craft control and warning sites, and here is a small schematic drawin 
showing the power and control room which is the major portion of 
it, the video mapper’s space, and a high frequency operating room 
here. It is a very simple structure, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Srennis. What do they serve? They serve your present 
fighters, and your present BOMARC, and what else ? 

General Curtin. This facility will serve or is connected with serv- 
ing anything that is controlled or related to the SAGE system. We 
would serve the entire air defense, if you will, in its broadest sense. 

Senator Stennis. These faster planes or faster fighters, is it a part 
of that ? 

General Curtin. It is a part of the picture, Mr. Chairman, in that 
it generated the requirement to go from the manual system to this 
semiautomatic system. 

Senator Stennis. I don’t understand much about it, but I am just 
trying to get the duration of your needs. 

General Curtin. I think the need will exist as long as we have an 
air threat of any type, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Stennis. Of any type? 

General Curtin. Perhaps that is too big a word right here. That 
is, any threat that we can foresee. 

Senator Stennis. This will be a continuing need, and will it supply 
this item here as well as the preceding one—will it supply the needs 
of your F-108? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes; it will. 

General Curtin. As far as I know. 
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Colonel Jackson. This is a phased program, Mr. Chairman, and I 
believe it was started really in earnest in 1957 or 1958, and there have 
been a number of these in program since that time, and it has been 
phased out, and in phase with equipment procurement to gradually 
convert our existing A.C. & W. sites to the SAGE capability, and also, 
of course, tie it into the operational dates of the SAGE direction cen- 
ter as they become completed. 

Senator Stennis. All right, let us proceed. 

General Curtin. That completes the repetitive items, and if you 
have no other questions, we will get these charts out of your way, sir, 


PREPARED STATEMENT 


Senator Srennis. I wanted to commend you very highly for using 
that system of explaining your situation here. If you had anything 
like that before the authorization committee, it was a session that I 
missed, and I didn’t miss many of them. 
You may file your prepared statement for the record, General. 
(The statement referred to follows :) 


Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, in the fiscal year 1960 MCP the 
Air Force has programed certain facilities which are repeated at several in- 
stallations. I believe it would be helpful to the committee to explain some of 
these items in detail, particularly where they serve an unusual function or in- 
volve special type of construction. Although quantities and costs of the items 
vary for different bases, the function and purpose of the facility are the same 
in all cases. 

RUNWAY OVERRUN 


The first of these repetitive type items is the runway overrun, proposed for 
eight bases at a total cost of $3,318,000. 

The overrun is a 1,000-foot long paved area at each end of the runway. These 
overruns are designed to withstand occasional use of aircraft landing short of 
the runway, or overrunning the length of the runway due to dragchute failure, 
brake failure, or takeoff difficulties. The base course of the overrun is con- 
structed to the same specifications as the runway it serves; however, the sur- 
face, consisting of a double bituminous treatment, is designed to support aircraft 
during an emergency only. One hundred and fifty feet adjacent to runway end 
is designated as a “blast pad” and is paved with 2 inches of asphaltic concrete 
to provide resistance to erosion and dust resulting from the jet blast of aircraft 
sitting at the end of the runway. 

The characteristic low, flat approach of jet aircraft, their high landing speed, 
and relatively slow acceleration and deceleration response demand the utmost 
skill of a pilot. A slight mistake in judgment, coupled with gusty winds, may 
result in unpredicted contact with the ground short of the runway. Such land- 
ings, if made on an unprepared surface, cause damage to delicate equipment and 
could result in complete destruction of the aircraft. 


LIGHTING APPROACH 


The next repetitive item is lighting approach. 
such projects at an estimated cost of $9,472,000. 

The high-speed landing characteristics of modern aircraft magnify the hazards 
of landing, particularly during periods of adverse weather when the ceiling is 
low and visibility is poor. The approach lighting system being requested in 
this program is the one developed after many years of study on the configuration 
and hardware best suited to meet the operating needS$ of our modern military 
and civil aircraft. It is designed to improve efficiency, regularity, and safety 
of landings under all weather conditions. 

The approach lighting system now adopted by all aviation agencies as the 
U.S. standard is as simple as practicable to meet the needs of high landing speed 
aircraft. It consists of a series of sealed-beam, reflector-type lamps similar 
in shape to those used on automobiles. These are placed in groups of five at 
intervals of 100 feet out along the extended centerline of the runway for a 
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distance of 3,000 feet. A set of flashing stroboscopic lights of very high candle- 
power are superimposed on the system to flash in sequence toward the runway 
like a traveling arrow. These flashers provide pilots with an early identification 
of the approach light system. Other ground lights can resemble a runway ap- 
proach, but strobe flashers are unique. When a pilot spots them, there is no 
doubt about what he is seeing. Another component of the U.S. standard system 
is called the Crossbar. This is a 100-foot-long string of lights 1,000 feet out 
from the runway end. This gives the pilot definite knowledge of his position 
and at this point the final decision to either land or pull up is made. 

Our old system was only 1,500 feet long with the lights in the inner 1,000 feet 
mounted along the extended edges of the runway. The 1,500 feet, adequate for 
yesterday’s aircraft, doesn’t suit the needs of high landing speed aircraft since 
human reaction is an unchanging factor. It is necessary that our 1,000-foot 
overruns be kept clear of hazards and until now there were no flush lights avail- 
able for centerline use in this area. 

Where old style approach lighting systems are existing they are to be modi- 
fied by installation of flush mounted centerline hardware in the overrun area, 
installation of an additional 1,500 feet of the sealed beam type lights, and instal- 
lation of the flashing lights. The crossbar, now existing and the area 500 feet 
beyond the overrun require no change. 


INSTRUMENT LANDING SYSTEM 


Next is the ILS item which is included in this program for 11 bases at a total 
cost of $1,399,000. 

In order to expedite the movements of civilian and military air traffic safely 
throughout the continental limits of the United States, the FAA has established 
certain standard types of equipment at airport terminals, to aid in the safe land- 
ing of aircraft. The ILS facility is one item in this family of equipment. It is 
an electronic precision approach aid that under instrument landing conditions 
provides the pilot with an up/down-right/left variation of visual reference 
within the aircraft on the proper glide path and runway centerline to the ap- 
proach minimums over the runway. 

The ILS includes: 

(a) A localized radio beam to furnish the pilot right/left directional guidance 
to the runway, housed in a weatherproof, heated, van-type prefabricated trailer 
mounted on a concrete hardstand; emergency power is housed in a nearby 
power building. 

(>) A glide-path radio beam to furnish the pilot up/down vertical guidance 
on the correct descent angle to the runway. It is housed in the same type of 
trailer ag the localizer and the antenna system is mounted on a mast attached 
to the equipment trailer. 

(c) Marker beacon to provide the pilot accurate radio fixes over certain 
specified points on the approach course. Transmitting equipment is normally 
installed in a nav-aids building, with antenna counterpoise mounted on top of 
building and equipped with electric power as required. 

(d@) Compass locator beacons are installed in either or both of the middle 
and outer marker beacon buildings to provide the pilot on-course information 
en route in to the airport. 

Construction required in support of the ILS system consists of two buildings 
of approximately 600 square feet each to house the middle and outer markers. 
In many instances where siting has become permanent for the system there are 
two buildings of approximately 180 square feet each constructed in lieu of using 
the mobile vans as shown on the sketch. All facilities require power connec- 
tion and standby power units, clearing, fencing, and access roads. 


RADAR APPROACH CONTROL FACILITY 


The next item is the radar approach control facility, commonly called @ 
rapeon. A rapcon consists of a search radar, a precision landing radar, and a 
central rapcon operations room. There are seven of these facilities programed 
for fiscal year 1960 at a total cost of $1,961,000. 

These rapcons provide all weather radar approach and departure service for 
high density terminal area complexes. They are the nerve center for the safe 
and expeditious flow of arriving and departing traffic. They use all nav-aids 


within the area to identify route, hold and control both military and civilian 
traffic. 
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Basically, the rapcon is a transitive facility which allows aircraft to pass 
from en route airways to a completed landing on a given terminal base. During 
this transition control is passed from the en route FAA controller (such as 
TACAN) to-the rapcon controller. The rapcon directs the aircraft through a 
let-down and places it at a final approach gate and then transfers control to an 
ILS, GCA, or combination. In the event of a missed approach, the rapcon re- 
tains control of the aircraft and integrates it into the terminal traffic flow for 
a second approach. The rapcon also controls departures of aircraft through the 
terminal system from takeoff to departure en route where control of the aircraft 
is turned over to the FAA control center. 

Most of our Zone of Interior rapcons are jointly operated and maintained by 
FAA and USAF personnel. Usually the FAA operates the area surveillance 
radar portion and the USAF operates the precision approach radar (PAR) por- 
tion. At those locations manned only by USAF personnel, the operation is or 
will be conducted under the eyes of a FAA resident inspector. 

At our oversea bases, rapcon facilities are usually only USAF operated and 
controlled, but these have tacit approval of the nation concerned. 

It is significant to point out that all our new rapcon requirements have been 
coordinated with FAA and contribute directly to the “common system” of the 
United States. 

FIELD MAINTENANCE SHOPS 


The next three repetitive type items for aircraft field maintenance shops, 
aircraft engine inspection and repair shops, and ground powered equipment 
shops are required for the performance of specifi¢ maintenance functions which 
are not in any way duplicated, one within the other. 

The first of these, the aircraft field maintenance shops, are requested at nine 
bases. They are required for major repair to airframes and accessories, fabrica- 
tion and reclamation of parts, and testing, calibration, and repair of various 
aircraft systems. This major aircraft repair and maintenance necessarily 
performed in the field maintenance shops at base level is divided in two primary 
categories, aero repair and fabrication, and is general in nature as compared 
to other shops designated for very specific functions such as engine shops and 
armament and electronic shops. 

Field maintenance is the most extensive performed at operating bases and is 
exceeded only by that at overhaul depots. Space is required for machine shop 
type equipment such as lathes, drill presses, shapers, and welding equipment 
and for equipment necessary for repair of in-flight refueling booms, aircraft 
wing sections, wheels and tires, and other items peculiar to aircraft maintenance. 


ENGINE INSPECTION AND REPAIR SHOPS 


The second of these items, the engine inspection and repair shops, is required 
at 16 bases for a total cost of $4,988,000 varying in size from 8,000 square feet 
to 24,000 square feet. Engines are removed from aircraft for the following 
reasons: correction of a malfunction; inspection after the elapse of a specified 
number of flying hours; or for accomplishment of technical changes found 
necessary aS a result of experience and testing. The engines are then phased 
through the inspection and repair shop for field level type maintenance and 
repair. Upon completion of the maintenance and repair work the engines are 
stored for immediate placement on other aircraft. If required repairs are too 
extensive to be performed at base level, then accessories are removed and the 
engines are shipped to a depot. New engines are delivered unassembled and 
consequently must be built up in the engine shop. 


GROUND POWERED EQUIPMENT SHOPS 


Ground powered equipment shops are requested for 14 bases at an estimated 
cost of $2,651,000. The requirement for this facility became urgent with the 
advent of modern military aircraft, such as the century series fighters, high 
performance jet bombers, and new cargo carriers. Prior to the entry of these 
craft into the Air Force operating inventory, the ground equipment required 
for engine starting, systems testing and ground handling was relatively simple 
and maintenance of this equipment could be accomplished in automotive shops. 

As the equipment and systems within the aircraft increased in number and 
complexity, the ground support equipment had to keep pace with every advance. 
Automotive shops are no longer capable of handling the maintenance of this 
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equipment from the standpoint of space, skills, tools, and equipment. A specific 
shop is now required for this purpose. 

The shop being requested in this program is designed, and will be equipped 
and staffed to properly maintain the complex ground support equipment, such 
as, motor driven generators, hydraulic test stands, air-conditioning units, heat- 
ers, air compressors, multiple service units, tow vehicles, etc. 


ARMAMENT AND ELECTRONIC SHOP 


The armament and electronic shop is the next item to be discussed. This item 
is included in the program for 24 bases at a total cost of $8,179,000. These 
projects vary in cost from $189,000 to $639,000. 

This facility will provide a central shop for both field and organizational 
type maintenance of armament and electronic equipment. This includes air- 
borne communications equipment, armament, small arms, cameras, bombing 
systems, fire control system, enemy counter measures, and navigational equip- 
ment. ‘ 

Due to the extreme delicacy and sensitivity of the equipment maintained, the 
regular aircraft maintenance shops on the bases cannot be used. A completely 
air-conditioned dustproof environment is required when electronic components 
are opened for inspection and repair. A supply of reliable electrical power with 
precise frequency and voltage control is necessary during checking and calibra- 
tion of components. The successful performance of this shop function is the 
key to having mission aircraft combat ready. 

In the armament and electronics shop, components are repaired and tested. 
In the aircraft calibration shelter, the airframes, the fire-control system and the 
armament (guns and rockets) are checked and calibrated together as an inte- 
grated weapon. The function performed in the calibration shelter is a necessary 
follow-on to the work done in the armament and electronic shop. 


SHELTER AIRCRAFT WEAPONS CALIBRATION 


The aircraft shelter weapons calibration is the next item which is included 
for 31 bases at a total cost of $5,036,000. These buildings are constructed in 
two basic sizes. One building is 1,920 square feet, costs approximately $60,000, 
is designed for warm climates and only partially covers the aircraft. The 
other is 6,140 square feet in size, costs approximately $187,000, is designed for 
cold climates and covers the aircraft completely. 

This facility will provide space for performing scheduled and unscheduled 
bore sighting and harmonization of installed fixed forward firing fire control 
systems for fighter aircraft. Conventional maintenance hangars and docks 
cannot be used for this purpose. Ferrous metal used in hangar and dock con- 
struction creates radar interference. In addition, the normal location of 
hangars and docks does not permit a 1,500-foot clear area from the aircraft to 
a reflector target. 

Due to the complexity of equipment, protection from the elements must be 
provided. During inclement or windy weather, aircraft must be bore sighted 
or harmonized under shelter to preclude moisture, dust, and/or wind damage 
to critical, delicate installed electronic equipment which must be uncovered 
during maintenance and inspection operations. Suitable temperature and hu- 
midity must be provided in a small room for the controlled space requiring 
benchwork on component parts of the intricate fire control system. Aircraft 
must be raised on jacks to level the air frame for bore sighting or harmoniza- 
tion of the installed fire control systems. This phase of operation cannot be 
performed on ramps or taxiways because of the danger of the aircraft being 
blown off jacks or damage to armament doors and bays caused by propellor 
and jet blast of passing aircraft. 

Experience at bases where the first of these facilities was built has proved the 
value of the structure in terms of the accuracy of the aircraft, fire control 
equipment and armament as an integrated defense weapon. 


MULTICUBICLE STORAGE FACILITY 


Next on the list is the multicubicle storage facility programed for 20 bases at 
a total cost of $2,038,000. 


The storage, ammunition, multicubicle magazines included in the program are 
required for the storage of the advanced type of classified weapons. 


42550—59——-25 
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This structure is constructed of reinforced concrete and consists of a number 
of cubicles or stalls as required depending upon the number and size of weapon 
to be stored. There are two major groupings of weapons—large and small. A 
maximum of four small weapons or a maximum of one large weapon will be 
stored in a cubicle. Each cubicle consists of a space of 12 by 25 by 10 feet, inside 
dimensions. These storage facilities and the particular design will give ease of 
access for maintenance and operation and provide maximum safety and flexi- 
bility in storage. 

This facility is located within a selected ammunition storage area in accord- 
ance with explosive and special weapon distance criteria which affords maxi- 
mum safety to the closest habitation outside of the area. These areas are also 
surrounded by chain link fencing to safeguard against entrance of unauthorized 
persons. 

GROUND AIR TRANSMITTER RECEIVER SAGE 


The ground air transmitter receiver facility is the next special item which is 
included in the program for 37 aircraft control and warning locations at a total 
cost of $7,237,000. Buildings will be 2,850 square feet in size and vary in cost 
from $114,000 to $302,000. The facility will be about 112 feet long and 25 feet 
wide, and will be mechanically ventilated. The great variance in cost is due to 
cost in site preparation and the fact that in many areas the building is remotely 
located requiring extensive roads and utility lines. Packaged air conditioning 
units will be provided for equipment cooling in those geographical locations 
where climatic conditions indicate it is required for proper operation of elec- 
tronic equipment. Normally supporting projects include an access road, elec- 
trical and telephone connections, security fence, and site clearing. 

This building will house the receiving and transmitting equipment at the 
A.C. & W. sites to be used by SAGE direction centers and SAGE supercombat 
centers to contact, direct, and control manned and unmanned interceptors in 
combat. The SAGE center will transmit its guidance to the fighter interceptor 
and BOMARC through this radio facility. This facility must be sited at least 
1,000 meters away from locations of frequency diversity radar towers to pre- 
vent radar and radio transmission from mutually interfering with each other. 


OPERATIONS A.C. & W. ADDITION 


The last repetitive item I will discuss is the operations building addition 
which is included at 17 A.C. & W. locations for $2,121,000. These additions 
vary in scope from 1,390 square feet to 2,676 square feet and in cost from 
$80,000 to $206,000. Size of this addition will vary from about 40 by 36 feet 
to 74 by 36 feet with the larger dimension required at two locations for addi- 
tional utility equipment space. Site preparation, utility line relocations or 
connections are provided in these projects. 

This addition will house the data processing and transmission equipment to 
be used in relaying radar data from the A.C. & W. site to SAGE direction 
and super combat centers. At the present time the radar sites for which these 
facilities are requested are operating under the manual system. Under the 
manual type of operation, the radar site evaluates and processes its own redar 
information and, if necessary, scrambles and subsequently guides an interceptor 
toward the target. One of the reasons for developing the SAGE system is that 
this manual operation is too slow and cannot cope with a high-speed mass attack. 
To operate in the SAGE system these sites will have to transmit the radar in- 
formation to SAGE centers where a high-speed, high-capacity computer will in- 
Stantaneously process and evaluate radar data from many sites and automati- 
cally transmit required instructions to interceptors. Raw radar data from these 
sites cannot be transmitted over normal communications lines to SAGE cen- 
ters; it must be converted to digital form for transmission. To do this con- 
version, electronic equipment entitled “the AN FST-2” must be installed at 
the radar sites. These building additions will house the AN FST-2 equipment. 
These buildings will require air conditioning for proper operation of the elec- 
tronic equipment to be housed in them. 


ADVANCE PLANNING FOR MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 


General Dreyer. We are prepared to g° to the books now, if it is 
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Senator Stennis. All right. 

General Dreyer. Colonel Edmonds will explain this particular item. 

Colonel Epmonps. This is for $25 million, and the planning funds 
requested in this program, of course, are primarily for the advanced 

lanning for the fiscal year 1961 military construction program. 

At this time, the detailed requirements for the 1961 program have 
not been prepared or reviewed. Therefore, we must estimate an order 
of magnitude. Experience in the past has indicated that design costs 
for missile type facilities and research and development type fa- 
cilities and also certain other technical type facilities averaged be- 
tween 5 and 6 percent. Design costs on the common type items av- 
erage about 314 to 4 percent. 


TOTAL REQUIREMENT 


For purposes of estimating the planning fund requirement, we have 
used a round figure of approximately $1 billion for the 1961 program. 

To design such a program we estimate that about $27.5 million will 
be required to design the missile R. & D. and technical type facilities, 
and about $15 million for common type items for a total of about $42.5 
million. However, when we consider that the 1961 program will con- 
tain some prior authorized items which we will have previously 
planned, and for which we may not get funds in the year 1960, plus 
the fact that we will continue to use more adaptations and expand 
our use of previously completed plans and specifications, we have 
reduced the request to $25 million. 

Senator Stennis. How does that compare, if I may ask, with what 
you used during the current year or some preceding year that you 
have the figures on ? 

Colonel Epmonps. Well, of course this is for advanced planning, 
and the total amount of funds for the complete planning and the 
complete final plans and specifications for the year is somewhat larger 
than that. 

Senator Stennis. Compare it with what you used for a similar 
erenioae, for advanced planning during some year that is already 
closed. 

Colonel Epmonps. Last year I believe that we had a figure on that. 

Colonel Jackson. The amount was $25 million, identical to the 
amount that we are requesting here. 

Senator Stennis. How much did you receive ? 

Colonel Jackson. $25 million. 

Senator Stennis. All right. This is a customary item, and it is 
just a question of how much; is that correct ? 

Colonel Jackson. That is correct. 

aomanee Stennis. Is this continental United States or is it world- 
wide? 

Colonel Epmonps. This is worldwide, Mr. Chairman. 


BETHEL AIR Force STATION, ALASKA 


General Dreyer. If there are no further questions on planning, 
we are ready to go to the line items in the command, sir, in the First 
Command, Alaskan Air Command, and the first station is Bethel Air 
Force Station, on page 18. 
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Colonel Jackson. It might be well to explain the format and tell 
you a little something about it. 

Up in the upper left-hand corner of each one of the base sheets is the 
base name and its location. Over on the right, in the upper right, 
there is a tabulation on the projected personnel strengths for any par- 
ticular installation that we might hit. 

I might mention in passing that these personnel strengths are pro- 
jected against the end of 1962; that is, fiscal year 1962. Immediately 

low that is the inventory data for the particular station, showing 
how much construction is actually in place, and how much has been 
funded, but not yet in our inventory, and how much we estimate 
may be required in the future to completely finish the installation. 

ver to the lower left immediately below the station name will be 
listed the mission of the installation. 

Then we come on down to the line items, Mr. Chairman, down at the 
bottom of the page, and there you will see the project title, and I would 
like to draw your attention to the priority number which is listed 
against each item. 

Then usually immediately to the right of that will be either new or 
numbered. That indicates new this year, or a number such as 968 
would indicate the public law, if it is a previous authorization. 

Although this sheet is not a very good example, most of them will 
show, in the next column the total amount of square footage required, 
the total amount of square footage or whatever other unit it might be 
which has been financed to date, and the total unfinanced, and then 
finally, the amount that we are requesting in this program. 

Generally it is shown in a lump sum or a square footage, or gallons, 
or whatever the unit might be. 

The last column indicates the amount of money that is being re- 
quested against that particular item this year. 

Now, so much for the format, Mr. Chairman. 


FUNDS FOR UTILITIES 


Going to the specific item at Bethel Air Force Station, which is in 
Alaska, the item we are requesting here is a utility item. This item, 
Mr. Chairman, will provide water, sewerage, heat, and electricity which 
will service. a long-range. radar which is to be installed at this loca- 
tion. This. will provide utility support for the erection of this radar 
installation. 

Now, I might further mention, Mr. Chairman, that there are a num- 
ber of these items in the Alaska Air Command program and although 
they were not mentioned in our repetitive item presentation, there are 
six of these throughout the Alaskan Air Command. The require- 
ment is the same in each case. 

Senator Srennis. That is all a part of your radar improvement 


—— 
olonel Jackson. Yes, in Alaska; yes, sir. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in passing to the next station, I would like 
to draw your attention to the fact that immediately following each 
station—that is the sheet that I just explained—is our justification 
sheet for each item that we are requesting. 

It provides some considerable detail on why we need the fucility 
and why we are requesting it. 
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CAMPION STATION, ALASKA 


The next station, on page 20 of volume I, is Campion Air Force 
Station, and again it is an aircraft control and warning station, and 
the item we are requesting is a utility item. It is similar to the 
same one which we Just discussed at Bethel. It will provide utility 
support for a radar tower which is going in at this installation. 

Senator Stennis. The next one? 


NCO OPEN MESS 


Colonel Jackson. That is on page 22. And Mr. Chairman, at this 
installation we are requesting one item. This is an open mess for 
noncommissioned officers. This will provide an open mess facility 
for 517 Air Force and 352 Army personnel and their dependents. 

Now, the existing facility is housed in a temporary frame struc- 
ture, which has been agumented with Mark III type prefabricated 
structures. It is classed and carried on our books as unusable. This 
is an isolated location, and the existing facility is located in the 
industrial area and far removed from the housing and community 
area. 

We feel that this is a very good requirement, particularly consider- 
ing its location 

Senator Stennis. What is an open mess? 

Colonel Jackson. Well, another popular name would be the NCO 
Club, Mr. Chairman. In this particular case, this is the title which 
has been accepted by the Air Force. 

Senator Stennis. What is the cost of production in Alaska now as 
compared to the United States? 

Colonel Jackson. I believe it is about 214 to 214, Mr. Chairman. 
I am subject to correction on that from Colonel Edmonds, but I be- 
lieve that is correct. 

Colonel Epmonps. That is approximately correct. It varies a little 
at each location, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Stennis. What did this statehood bill do to you gentlemen 
about your additional compensation? Did it affect it? I don’t 
remember whether you got the additional compensation in Alaska or 
not. Did you? 

Colonel Jackson. I personally am not familiar with that, and there 
might be someone here who is. 

Senator Stennis. I have heard that mentioned since the bill became 
aw. 

General Dreyer. You are talking about station allowance? 

Senator Stennis. There is an oversea allowance, isn’t there? 

General Dreyer. No, sir, it varies with the location, and you get a 
station allowance depending on where you are. Some places you get 
no station allowance overseas, but whether they had one in Alaska 
before, I am not sure. 

Senator Srennis. I thought that it would affect some of you. 

Someone asked me, and I didn’t know. 

All right, the next item. 
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ELMENDORF AIR Force BASE, ALASKA 


Colonel Jackson. The next one is Elmendorf Air Force Base, and 
that is on page 24. Here, Mr. Chairman, we are requesting three 
items. 

The first is an approach lighting project, and the next is a missile 
assembly shop, and nally a storage base multicubical magazine. 

I would like to point out here, Mr. Chairman, that this is the first 
base on which we aos hit one of the repetitive items which we have 
just discussed in detail. 

I would—if it meets with your approval, I will merely mention 
those items as we go through, and if you require additional detail on 
them we will be happy to furnish it. 

Senator Stennis. Just mention that it is a repetitive item. 

Colonel Jackson. All right, the approach lighting pores is in that 
category—and the magazine. The shop missile assembly, the require- 
ment is classified, but I might mention that it goes hand in glove with 
the storage base multicubical magazine. 

One is for the assembly and checkout and other is for storage. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 


Fire Istanp STATION 


Colonel Jackson. The next is Fire Island Air Force Station, 
page 28. 

Here we are requesting two items. The first is a utility item, and 
the second and the largest of the two by far is electric power. The 
utility item is identical in intent to the other utility items that we 
have discussed in some detail. 

The electric power item, Mr. Chairman, will provide additional 
power at this location and more satisfactory power than now exists, 
which is required to accommodate the new higher powered radars 
which are going into this installation. In other words, this is part 
and parcel of the radar improvement program. 

Senator Stennis. It shows how expensive these items are. 

Colonel Jackson. As further elaboration on that, I might point out 
that in Alaska there are three more of these electric power-type 
projects. 

Senator Stennis. I was going to say that you just have 215 military 
people there and 6 civilians, but just for an electric power station alone 
you have to spend $1.5 million. 

Colonel Jackson. This, of course, is not essentially for the electric 
lights that the people use to read with and to do other things. This 
is essentially to run radar equipment and, of course, that creates a 
demand for a tremendous amount of power. 

Senator Srennis. That is the radar that goes back into your 
program ? 

Colonel Jackson. It is alla part of the network. 

Senator Srennis. That is the aircraft control and warning, is it not? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes. 

Senator Srennis. That is the same control we were talking about 
a while ago, built into your fighters, and built into your missiles? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes; this is essentially one of the defenses of 
Alaska, but it also provides indirect results to the Zone of the Interior. 

Senator Stennis. All right. The next item. 
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GALENA AIRPORT 


Colonel Jackson. The next item is Galena Airport, on page 31. 

You might remember this one, Mr. Chairman, from our authoriza- 
tion hearings. This is an erosion control item, which will provide 
stopgap measures in repairing a dike around Galena Airport. 
Periodically, actually when the snows melt up there, the airfield is 
subject to flooding and it is also subject to terrific erosion because of 
the tremendous volume of water which flows through the Yukon River 
at that time of the year. 

Studies are underway to attempt to find a permanent solution to 
the problem. In the meantime, this is requested to provide stopgap 
measures to hold the field until the permanent solution can be worked 


out. 
GULKANA STATION 


The next one is Gulkana Air Force Station, page 33. 

Here we are requesting a gap filler. The details, Mr. Chairman, re- 
garding this item, as you might imagine, are classified. This would 
provide for the erection and installation of a gap filler installation. 

Senator Stennis. We will save all of these classified items, and go 
into executive session and go back into them later. 

You are going to have those in a separate book, are you not? 

Colonel Jackson. Our justifications are contained in a separate 
book, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Stennis. We will go back into them. 


INDIAN MOUNTAIN STATION 


Colonel Jackson. The next one is Indian Mountain Air Force Sta- 
tion on page 35. 

Here we are requesting two items, and these items are similar in 
every respect to the ones we have discussed before. 


Kine SALMON AIRPORT 


King Salmon Airport, on page 38. 
We are requesting storage base multicubical, a repetitive item, and 
utility, and electric power. Itis the same type of item. 


Lapp AiR Force BAsE 


On Ladd Air Force Base, page 42, Mr. Chairman, shelter aircraft, 
weapons calibration. 

This is the first time that we have come to this repetitive item. You 
may recall it was discussed before in detail. 


MurpeHy Dome AIR Force STATION 


Next is Murphy Dome Air Force Station, and again it is and A.C. & 
W. station, and here we are requesting utilities and electric power, the 
same pattern as followed on several of the others. 
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NorTHeast Cape Arm Force STATION 


Here we are requesting two facilities: One is an operational facility 
for the security service, and the other is a recreation facility, multi- 
purpose. This is an isolated location on an island. The need for the 
operational facility in detail would be classified. 

The recreation facility, of course, the need is not classified, but I 
would like to mention again that this is an isolated location, very re- 
mote, and they have had morale problems at this location, and we feel 
that this is a very urgent requirement. 

There is nothing of this nature which exists there at the present 
time. 

Senator Stennis. Go tothe next item. 


Wuite ALicE SysTEM 


Colonel Jackson. The next is White ‘lice system, entitled various 
locations, on page 50. 

This aan provide for a communications bypass, Mr. Chairman, 
around the city of Anchorage. 

Senator Stennis. What is that ? 

Colonel Jackson. Again I would like if we could to go into execu- 
tive session on the details of this one. 

Senator Stennis. We will save that one. 

Colonel Jackson. All right. 

The next is various locations, and this is on page 52. This is classi- 
fied. That would complete other than the classified projects, Mr. 
Chairman, the Alaskan Air Command, and then if we may, we would 
turn to Duluth Municipal Airport, which is the first station of the Air 
Defense Command. 

That is on page 55. 

Here, Mr. Chairman, we are requesting six items, and there is a total 
of $1.7 million. 

Of the six items, three of them are repetitive; that is, the approach 
ene item, the shelter aircraft weapons calibration, and the A. & 

. Shop. 


DORMITORY, CHAPEL, AND UTILITIES 


In addition, we are requesting a 200-man dormitory, a chapel annex, 
and utilities to support the items that we are requesting. 

Senator Stennis. I remember here in Appropriations Committee 
conference, I think it was last year, someone made the point, and I 
don’t know whether it was Duluth, but it might have been, didn’t you 
come up pretty short on that? 

Codceal Jackson. Yes, we did. 

Senator Stennis. They made a point that this was all going out and 
there wouldn’t be any more use for it. 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman, you may recall that the Air Force 
put in a very strong reclama on that action. We felt very strongly 
that that should not have been done. 

I would like to emphasize that the dormitory item which you see 
here, and the utility item, are items that were involved in that contro- 
versy last year. We feel strongly about them and we are asking again 
this year, that they be approved. 
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Senator Stennis. What do you use here at this place? You say 
fighter units. These are F-102? 

I _ want to be prepared on that because I thought we made a 
mistake. 

Colonel Jackson. We certainly feel very strongly about it, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Senator Stennis. Do you want to put it down there and explain it 
to me further when we go into executive session ? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. You be certain to do that, then. 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir; I will. 

Senator Stennis. All right, we will proceed. 


GEIGER FIELD 


Colonel Jackson. The next one is Geiger Field, Mr. Chairman, on 
page 62. Here the item we are requesting is shelter aircraft weapons 
calibration, and it is one of the repetitive items that we discussed 
previously. : ; ; 

On page 64 would be the next installation, Grand Forks Air Force 
Base. 

Here, Mr. Chairman, we are requesting a total of nine items, for 
$4 million. The first six items, Mr. Chairman, are of the repetitive 
nature, the shelters aircraft weapons calibration, and maintenance 
shop, and engine inspection and repair shop, and armament and elec- 
tronic shop, and the storage base, multicubical magazine. 


HOospPITaAL AND OTHER CONSTRUCTION 


Then there is a hospital item, Mr. Chairman, which also was in- 
volved in the congressional actions last year. There is an officers’ 
quarters, men, and finally, utilities. 

Senator Stennis. This was authorized last year? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes; this was authorized last year. 

Senator Stennis. Colonel, we have made a point over in the Armed 
Services Committee that we thought these hospitals cost us too much 
money, are too much above the average for the Nation, and so forth. 
We took out those that were in the authorization bill—not rejecting 
them, but waiting some further figures. 

I mene this one is along the lines of what the unit costs in this 
ast bill. 

Colonel Jackson. I would have to answer affirmatively in that re- 
spect. 

Pals I would like to point out, for what it might be worth, that 
the item was authorized in the amount of a little over $2 million, and 
the final plans and specifications which we now have on it indicate that 
that the cost will be the amount that you see there; that is, $1.6 million, 

Senator Stennis. That is encouraging. 

Colonel Jackson. This is a 50-bed hospital, a new installation, and 
—_ is no hospital there, and we feel that we have got to do some- 
thing. 

Senator Stennis. I know; you want to have one and you must have 
one, but it is just a question of how much austerity you are ‘going to 
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have or how deluxe you are going to have it. I think we have to go 
about 50-50, a little of each. 

Now do you want to come up with any new figures on that? 

Colonel Jackson. I have Colonel Carmichael here from our Sur- 
geon’s Office, Mr. Chairman, and I feel he is probably more expert 
and qualified to speak on this than I am. Maybe he would like to 
have something to say. 

Senator Stennis. All right, Colonel, we would be glad to hear from 
on this, briefly, of course. But any point that you want to make, 

wish that you would. 

Colonel Carmicnart. Mr. Chairman, with your permission I would 
like to make a few remarks, since this is the first hospital we have hit. 
The remarks I am going to make will be applicable to all that appear 
and it will save repeating for each. 


HOSPITAL COSTS 


First, subsequent to the start of the review of this program, we 
have made numerous comparisons of the costs of our hospitals with 
civilian hospitals, particularly those constructed under the Hill-Bur- 
ton Act. We have compared the functions that we require in ours 
with the functions that they are putting into theirs; for example, the 
scope and services. 

n addition, we have had a thorough analysis made, within our 
one. capability, of the equipment that we are putting into our hos- 

itals. 
. Secondly, we have a contract with a civilian architect and engineer- 
ing firm in Montgomery, Ala., who are reviewing our designs at this 
time. We had a meeting with them recently, and we questioned them 
about how our equipment and our designs compare with the civilian 
hospitals, They are comparable in their opinion. That is true in 
each case. 
MULTIPURPOSE MEDICAL FACILITY 


The next point I would like to make regarding our facilities is that 
we are building a multipurpose medical facility rather than just a 
hospital. 

In this facility, Mr. Chairman, we are putting in the complete out- 
patient department for the military and dependents served in that 
area. Now the civilian counterpart to our outpatient department 
would be your private doctors’ offices and your specialized medical 
clinics that we are all familiar with in the civilian community. 

Next we are providing in our multipurpose medical facility the 
public health capability needed for that installation, in that the 
medical officer and the sanitary engineer function has to be accom- 
modated in this building. 

Next we are putting in, obviously, the inpatient care capability. 
This area would compare very closely to your civilian hospitals. 

The next thing that we have is the larger sized adjunct facilities, 
and I mean by this our X-ray, our laboratory, and our pharmacy. 
say “larger sized” because we serve both the outpatient and the in- 
patient with these facilities, whereas in the civilian hospital they 
merely serve the inpatient. Also, in the civilian community you find 
doctors providing some capability in their own offices to do some of 
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the minor laboratory work, and you also find many of the doctors 
in their clinics will have X-ray and laboratory capability. There- 
fore, our medical facilities have larger size areas for that reason. 

We also have the specialized military function to accommodate, and 
that is our flight surgeon’s clinic, which has no civilian counterpart. 


DENTAL CLINIC 


We also put in either a full-sized dental clinic which always 
appears as an adjunct to the facility, or where we are not building a 
dental clinic in conjunction with the hospital we do put in two dental 
chairs. That is a minor item, but still it does add to the scope and 
cost. 

We also, of course, as you know, sir, in our medical facility, operate 
the administration of the medical detachment, which has a larger 
administrative requirement than a civilian hospital. We do all of 
the administration for the medical personnel in this building. We 
also feed the medical staff in our dining hall. 

Those are some of the general statements. 

As to the cost of Grand Forks, per se, we have made a comparison 
of Grand Forks with a 60-bed civilian hospital which was constructed 
under the Hill-Burton Act. 

Senator Stennis. Excuse me just a moment. 


KITCHEN AND DINING ROOM 


With a small hospital like Grand Forks, would you mean to say 
you have a separate kitchen and dining room to feed the people, the 
patients, and all? Is that built into the hospital ? 

Colonel Carmicuar.. Yes; we build a kitchen and dining room for 
the patients, and the staff who are on duty for the noon meal, but the 
capacity is determined on the formula established by the Bureau of 
the Budget where we have 2 or 21% sittings, and we only have 15 
square feet per occupant. 

Senator Stennis. I just thought on a complete military base, that 
you might have to have something special for the patients, but I 
thought everyone else ate at the same place, where you had facilities. 

I thought you ate with the rest of the personnel; is that customary 
to have your own kitchen and dining room, and every thing ? 

Colonel CarmicuarL, Yes, sir; we provide for our people who are 
on duty in that facility. 

Senator Stennis. Three meals? 

Colonel CarmicHaEL. The noon meal. 

Senator Stennis. Where do they eat elsewhere? They are civilians, 
youmean. You are talking about civilians now ? 

Colonel CarmicHaeEL. I am talking about military. 

Also I should say any who are on duty in the evenings, we would 
provide for our people, in the evening. 

Senator Stennis. The military personnel eat their first and last 
meal on the base someplace, but not at the hospital; is that right ? 

Colonel CarmicnarEL. Where the airmen are housed with the other 
airmen on the base, that is true, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Is that true at other military installations? 

Colonel CarmicHaEL. By other, you mean Army and Navy, sir? 
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Senator Stennis. Army and Navy; yes. 
Colonel Carmicnar.. To my knowledge; yes. 
Senator Stennis. All right. 


GRAND ForKs HOSPITAL 


Colonel Carmicnart. In comparing Grand Forks, and I would like 
to supply this for the record, if the chairman desires. It is the analysis 
we made, and I would like to just briefly hit the highlights of it. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 


TOTAL COST PER BED 


Colonel CarmicHag.. First, we took the building and deducted in 
making the cost comparison, the utilities, because under the Hill- 
Burton Act, the utilities are not a cost item where we do provide them 
beyond the 5-foot line. Then we made a complete analysis of the 
functions that we have that the civilian hospital did not have, and 
by the same token we added to our hospital those that we did not have 
that the civilians did, and we put a cost factor against each, and then 
the difference we subtracted from our price that you have in your 
program, sir, and then we came out with a cost per bed of $23,118. 

We actually believe that the data that we have presented—— 

Senator Stennis. Was that pertaining to Grand Forks now? 

Colonel Carmicnaet. Pertaining to Grand Forks, yes, sir, I made 
a preface that I was speaking of Grand Forks per se, now. 

Senator Stennis. That is what I thought. 

Colonel Carmicnart. We actually believe that our hospitals do 
compare favorably with the civilians, particularly those built under 
a ill-Burton Act, when we take into account what is going into 
them. 

We have reviewed our design in the light of the services we are 
providing. We do have some items that are designed primarily to 
save the time of the professional personnel. These we have previously 
informed the authorization committee we could delete and still have 
a usable facility, and it would not require a redesign. 

The items on Grand Forks that I am referring to are the Jand- 
scaping, the intercommunication system, and we can substitute furni- 
ture steel for stainless steel in our casework. 

We would make the point that by making this substitution, we 
would anticipate either a maintenance problem or a replacement prob- 
lem within 5 years. That is what our experience indicates. But by 
deleting these items, we feel that we can reduce the programed cost 
by $53,840. 

y also have a summary sheet on this hospital that summarizes the 
costs of this installation. 

Senator Srennis. You are still talking about Grand Forks? 

Colonel Carmicuagt. Yes, and I can cover each one of the hospitals 
as we come to them. 

So, if I can submit this for the record, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Stennis. It will be placed in the record at this point. 
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(The information referred to follows :) 


Revised hospital costs, Grand Forks Air Force Base 


Programed total current working estimate-..._._____.___-----. —$1, 643, 000. 00 
na ca cn lag asec oaseinwi bars —147, 000. 00 
Cost of building to 5-foot line (unit cost $34.95 square foot)_.... —1, 496, 000. 00 
OB sca pane se sno eee a = eee —53, 840. 00 
Proposed current working estimate, 5 foot line-____.____------- —1, 442, 160. 00 
ana —33. 69 
Revised total current working estimate___.___-__-_----------_ —1, 589, 160. 00 
Item : * Cost 
RN a ae cctas oe sanes ae casino is emareaneon $8, 000 
a ca cnentntesicscnin em cae 10, 000 
Substitute enameled steel for stainless steel___.__.____._-_-----_~- 35, 840 
53, 840 


Note.—Cost factor for construction in this geographical area is 1.15. 


An analysis of cost per bed for proposed 50/50 bed hospital at Grand Forks 
Air Force Base, N. Dak. : 


PART I 


The following is a cost analysis of 50-bed hospital on 50-bed chassis in fiscal 
year 1960 military construction program for Grand Forks Air Force Base. 


Total cost of proposed 50/50 bed hospital at Grand Forks AFB__-_ $1, 643, 000 


Less additional utility and support item costs beyond 5 foot line____ 147, 000 
Current working estimate of building to 5 foot line____-_______-__ 1, 496, 000 
Less cost of areas to perform specialized military functions not 
found in civilian hospitals (see comparative costs below) -------_ 340, 068 
PN ii i eee esas eet er Sa pe 1, 155, 932 
Cost mer ben (00 bets) catia te Sac (23, 118) 
Additional costs for hospital project beyond 5-foot line__..._____- 36, 000 
UO cae a a ae Sie cata a eS thai ie cd 27, 00 
Pe. ; Cue ONS. SURINP RS sn, oo i el ea 44, 000 
NTI: RUNG (UNO iii si as eens hs a er eatecan~ot 23, 000 
I a Nr ae 17, 000 
RE a le gece ee 1, 302.982 
Cost per bed (50 beds) including costs beyond 5-foot eae. 26, 058 


Notgs.—A 60-bed civilian hospital constructed under the Hill-Burton Act has been used 
asa basis in determining the difference in facilities. 


Our hospital contains not only bed areas, equipment, and medical support 
facilities incident to inpatient care but also the doctors’ offices and examining 
rooms, Public Health activities and medical clinics, which are normally pro- 
vided in the communty outside the civilian hospitol. In addition, the Air Force 
must provide for the special functions of the Flight Surgeons’ Clinic. There- 
fore, it is not possible to meet the total medical requirements of a given base 
by providing a hospital of a specified number of beds for inpatients. 

In determining scope or square footage of an Air Force hospital, the facility 
must include not only the inpatient capability found in civilian hospitals but 
also areas for the performance of the functions listed in above naragranh. The 
additional community-type medical support built into the facility and the hos- 
pital inpatient service jointly utilize the functions such as X-ray, laboratory, 
pharmacy, ete., therefore, such functional areas must be larger and more com- 
plex in design than that found in a civilian hospital. 
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Cost analysis of proposed hospital F a Forks AFB and a 60-bed civilian 
ospita 


Area in Area ina Cost dif- 
60-bed Square foot | ference in 
— Difference 


hospi 


Administration 
Eye, ear, nose, and throat clinic; Out- 
patient Department; flight surgeons’ 


* (a) Equipment_--- 
Physiotherapy - - - -.--- 
(a) Equipment 


rmacy 
(a) Equipment 
Equipment in delivery-nursery-.-.-----.--- ee ee eee ee ee eee 
urgical operating suite 
(a) Equipment. 
Central sterile supply 
Cafeteri 


g roo 
Medical supply. 
Corridors (public) 
Platforms with overhead covers 
Dental clinic 


(a) Cost of fixed medical equipment included as part of construction cost for 
hospital at Grand Forks Air Force Base which was not charged to construction 
cost in the civilian hospital. 

PART II 


It is believed that cost data presented above represent a reasonable cost for 
this facility as compared to similar civilian facilities. 

It is recognized that the current design of this hospital incorporates modern 
features which are primarily for the purpose of saving the time of professional 
personnel. If, after a thorough analysis of the cost comparisons with a civilian 
hospital, it is imperative to reduce the estimated cost, the below listed items 
can be deleted without redesign. 

However, the substitution of enameled steel for stainless steel cabinet work 
will result in replacement and/or refinishing problems within 5 years of com- 
pletion, based upon records in this division. 

Item: Cost 
Landscaping 
Intercommunication system 
Substitute enameled steel for stainless steel 


INFORMATION ON OTHER HOSPITALS 


Senator Stennis. Do you have the same information for the other 
hospitals ? 

“perm CarMIcHAEL. Yes, we have submitted those, and I have 
copies with me which I would be glad to submit for this record. In 
addition, I have new summaries of costs on each one of them, ready 
for submittal to this committee. 

Senator Stennis. I think we will take those copies for our files, and 
just keep them in the files, and it won’t have to go in the record. But 
we will place this one in the record. 
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Colonel Carmicnar. The one for Grand Forks has not previously 
been submitted. 

Senator Stennis. That will be a model, more or less, and then your 
others for the files will be the backup for these other items. 

Colonel CarmicuarL. This could be the model, and the summary I 
have for each hospital in the bill that you are going to consider could 
go into the record and would be the highlights. 

Senator Stennis. Put the summary of each one of those hospitals 
in the record, and I think it might come at this point. 

(The information referred to follows :) 


ReEvIsED HospiTaL Costs 


George Air Force Base 


Programed total current working estimate 
Utilities 


Cost of building to 5 foot line (unit cost $39.25 per square foot) 
Proposed reductions * 


Proposed current working estimate, 5 foot line. 


Revised unit cost 
Revised total, current working estimate 


Item : * 
Directories 
Bulletin boards 
Clock control unit 
Dictating system 
Administrative intercommunication 
Landscaping 
Washer and dryer in OB 
Substitute furniture steel for stainless steel in cabinet work___-_ 


Nore.—Cost factor for construction in this geographical area is 1.10. 


Clinton County Air Force Base 


Programed total current working estimate (unit cost $33.83 per 
square foot) 


Cost of building to 5 foot line 
Proposed reductions * 


Proposed current working estimate, 5 foot line 


Revised unit cost per square foot 
Utilities costs 
Revised total, current working estimate. 


Item : * 
Intercommunication system 
Doctors’ central dictation 
Landscaping 
Substitute enameled steel for stainless steel cabinet work 35, 840 


64, 840 
Notr.—Cost factor for construction in this geographical area is 1.15. 
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Sheppard Air Force Base 


Programed total current working estimate. 
Utilities 


Cost of building to 5 foot line ($28 per square foot) 
Proposed reductions* 


Nore.—Cost factor for construction in this geographical area is 0.95. 


Proposed current working estimate of building to 5 foot line 
Revised unit cost per square foot 
Revised total, current working estimate 


Item : * 
Administrative intercommunication 
Doctors’ paging 
Substitute furniture steel for stainless steel 
Doctors’ register 
Roof terrace 
1,000 mail boxes 
1 elevator 


BuILpING COMPARABLE HOSPITALS 


Senator Srennis. Is there anything else that you wish to say on the 
general subject ? 

Colonel Carmicnak.. No, sir; I believe that our evaluation shows 
that we are building comparable hospitals both in what we are 
putting into them, and the type of construction, and that our costs 
are comparable when you take into account the difference in sizes 
and the type of facilities that we are providing. 

Senator Srennis. I think that you have made a contribution here 
to the record and you have been a good witness. I appreciate your 
making special preparation on it. 

Colonel Carmicnaet. Just for the record, I am presenting the data 
now on Sheppard, Clinton County, and George. 

Senator Srennis. All right. You have more hospitals than that 
in this program. 

Colonel Jackson. We have one more at Clarke overseas, and I be- 
lieve if you will recall, the authorization action approved that one. 

Senator Stennis. We left that one out. That will be all right. 

Colonel Jackson. Also, there is one at Lakenheath, as a “part of 
the surplus commodity program, too. 

Senator Stennis. All right, the next item. Let’s go on. 


HAMILTon AIR Force Base 


Colonel Jackson. Hamilton Air Force Base is on page 74, Mr. 
Chairman. 
There are five items involved in this, and I would like to mention 
that all five of these items are of the repetitive nature. 
There were approach lights, and shelter aircraft weapons calibra- 
tion, and so on. 
K. I. Sawyer Base 


The next one would be K. I. Sawyer, on page 80. 
Now here we are requesting a total of nine items, and of the nine, 
six are repetitive. The three which are in the nature of not being 
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necessarily repetitive in that they were not discussed previously 
would be first of all, storage base, aviation fuel, and as the name 
implies, would provide additional fuel storage for the mission at 
K. I. Sawyer. 

Senator Srennis. I thought we got through with these items a 
few years ago, Colonel. 

Colonel Jackson. Like so many of our programs, we have -had to 
phase them out over a number of years. In addition in the 1958 
supplemental, we initiated the SAC dispersal mission for this installa- 
tion. This is one of the followon items of relatively short leadtime 
which has waited until now. 

The next is a headquarters squadron, which would provide head- 
quarters space for the squadrons which have been assigned to this 
installation. 

Senator Stennis. What does that mean, a place for them to wait? 

Colonel Jackson. Probably the best way to explain it, Mr. Chair- 
man, would be something comparable to the old company orderly 
room or battalion headquarters. 

Senator Stennis. That is what I thought. 

Colonel Jackson. It is in that line. 

Senator Stennis. What is that other item? 

Colonel Jackson. That is quarters for bachelor officers, for 20 of 
them that we are requesting in this case, and here we require space 
to house 127 bachelor officers. 

The previous programs have provided 73 spaces. The amount that 
we are requesting here, we feel, is a modest increment toward filling 
the full requirement. 

KINGSLEY FIELD 


The next one would be Kingsley Field, on page 90. We are re- 
questing four items here, and of the four, three are of the repetitive 
nature. The fourth actually goes with the repetitive item, and that 
is the last one, which is the tad fee purchase. That land is required 
for the approach lights. 

Senator Stennis. All right, go to the next item, and excuse me 
just a moment. 

Kinross Arr Force Base 


Colonel Jackson. The next is Kinross Air Force Base, on page 95. 

We are asking seven items here, Mr. Chairman, and of the seven, 
six are of a repetitive nature; that is, the first six. The seventh one 
is an airman dormitory item, and here we are requesting 200 spaces. 
We require space to house 1,840 people. This 200 will substantially 
fill their requirement along with what has been provided previously. 

We have been provided previously, Mr. Chairman, some 1,568 spaces, 
and with the 200 we are requesting here it will bring us up fairly close 
to the requirement of 1.840. 

Senator Stennis. All right. The next item. 


McCuHorp Arr Force Base 


Colonel Jackson. The next is McChord Air Force Base, and we are 


requesting one item here, a total amount of $323,000. The item is an. 
electronics shop. 


42550—59-—_26 
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Senator Stennis. That ison page 103, is it? 
Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. That is one of the repetitive items pre- 
viously discussed. 
Minot Aig Force Base 


The next item is Minot Air Force Base, on page 105. At Minot we 
are requesting a total of 10 items, and in the total amount of $3,210,000. 

Of the 10 items the first 6 are repetitive. The last four are these: 

First there is an airmen dormitory item, of 200 men. We require 
some 2,440 spaces, and 1,932 have been provided. This 200 requested 
here will still leave a deficiency for requesting in future years. 

The dining hall for airmen is next, and here again we require space 
to feed some 2,440 men—1,700 spaces have been provided through 
previous programs, and this 400 we are requesting will still leave a 
small deficiency. 

Next is a utility item, which will provide for the expansion of water 
mains, electricity distribution lines, and expansion of the sewer plant, 
and so on. 

And then, finally, there is a heating plant item, which we will pro- 
vide for the expansion of the heating oak to accommodate the items 
in this program. 

I might mention, Mr. Chairman, that this, as you will recall, is a 
new base, and it was started back in 1956, and progressively it has 
from a fighter base to a fighter plus heavy bomber, and so on. 

t is quite an installation. 


Otis Arr Force BasE 


The next item is Otis Air Force Base, page 116. 

There are four items at Otis. 

Senator Stennis. Now, on Minot Base, there was some argument 
as to where this would be located. It was changed once, I think. 

Colonel Jackson. I wonder if you have es to the one in 
Manistee-Kalkaska. 

Senator Stennis. I remember that one, too. 

Colonel Jackson. This was done before my time, but actually I 
don’t recall any controversy about the location. 

Senator Stennis. I think while it was in the talking stage it was 
uncertain. 

Colonel Jackson. It could very well be. 

Senator Stennis. You want to go to what page now ? 

Colonel Jackson. Otis, on page 116. We are requesting four items 
here, Mr. Chairman. 

The four items are: Approach lights, aircraft weapons calibration 
shelter, shop electronics, and they are all repetitive items. 


RICHARDS-GEBAUR BASE 


Next will be Richards-Gebaur Air Force Base, page 121. 

There are four items requested here, for a total of $802,000. Of 
the four items, the first two are repetitive. The third item is a chapel 
annex which would provide for a religious education wing or Sunday 
school to the chapel, and the fourth item would provide utilities in 
support of the items in this program. 
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SELFRIDGE Arr Force BAsE 


The next item is Selfridge Air Force Base, on page 126. 

Here we are requesting two items, shelter aircraft weapons calibra- 
tion, and a communication electronics shop, both repetitive type items, 
and we are requesting a total here of $302,000 for the two items. 


TYNDALL AIR FoRCE BASE 


The next one is Tyndall Air Force Base, and that is on page 129. 
Mr. Chairman, we are asking for clearance here on five items, for 
a total amount of $3,706,000, and all of these items are new authoriza- 


tions for this year, and have been discussed in detail in the authoriza- 
tion committee. 


I might mention them. 

One is a base communications item, which will provide for replace- 
ment of a small substandard facility and expansion of the communi- 
cations facilities at Tyndall. 

Next there is a replacement for the control tower, which goes hand- 
in-glove with the hangar field maintenance since the construction 
of the hangar will obstruct vision from the present control tower. 
The next item is the hangar maintenance. 

The fourth item is a parachute and dinghy shop, which is required 
to replace a very substandard facility of only 2,700 square feet, which 
doesn’t near meet the requirement of 6,800 square feet; and finally, 
the replacement of the cold storage facility which is very, very badly 
deteriorated and requires immediate replacement. 

Ihave pictures here, Mr. Chairman, of that particular facility. 

Senator Stennis. That is all right. 


By the way, there has been no report on this House bill yet, of 
course. 

Colonel Jackson. No, sir, Mr. Chairman. It is our understanding 
that it will not be reported until the authorization bill has been passed. 

Senator Stennis. What about this hangar here? Give us some- 
thing special on that. 

Colonel Jackson. I will be glad to. 


GUNNERY TRAINING CENTER 


Tyndall is in the process of being converted to an Air Defense 
Command weapons employment center. That means that the fighter 
units from throughout the country are periodically scheduled 
through Tyndall where they go through gunnery training out over 
the gulf ranges. 

Now, by virtue of that, the number of aircraft that will be at 
Tyndall at any one time is significantly large. So they require 
hanger space, field maintenance hangar space of some 136,000 square 
feet in round numbers, for the maintenance of over 200 aircraft. 
They have existing field maintenance hangars of only 35,000 roughly 
square feet. 

This request here is needed to fill that deficiency. 

In other words, it is to fill an existing deficiency in hangar space, 
Mr. Chairman, to take care of the added load in aircraft. 

Senator Srennis. That is ot for ordinary maintenance more 
than it is repair; is that right? 
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Colonel Jackson. Field maintenance, which is a relatively heavy 
type of maintenance, and it is the heaviest type of maintenance done 
at base level without going to the depot. 

Senator Srennis. All right. Will you proceed? 


NORAD 


Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman, the next item, “NORAD,” is on 
page 135. I am sure that you are familiar with that. Here we are 
requesting, Mr. Chairman, $10 million. 

Senator Stennis. What is this going to cost in all? 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman, our best estimate on the total 
estimated cost of this facility is $28,543,000. This $10 million that 
we are requesting here, as I am sure you will recall, is the first incre- 
ment of this construction, which essentially is to provide excavation 
in this year’s program with building construction to follow in next 
year’s program. It is our intention to request the balance to complete 
the facility. 

Senator Srennis. I don’t know how you people are going to keep 
on finding room around Colorado Springs. 

Colonel Jackson. This isa relatively isolated spot. 

Senator Stennis. Allright. Thenextitem. . 

Colonel Jackson. That completes the Air Deferise Command. 


Arr Materre. ComMAND 


Our next command is the Air Materiel Command, and that begins 
on page 138. 


GRIFFIss AIR FoRCE BAsE 


First is Griffiss Air Force Base. We are requesting three items. 
The three items amount to in appropriation clearance $590,000, and 
I would like to mention that all three of them are repetitive in nature. 

That is the shelter aircraft weapons calibration facility, the arma- 
ment electronics shop, and the others. 

The requirement is identical to those that General Curtin discussed 
previously. 

Hit Arr Force Base 


The next one, Mr. Chairman, is Hill Air Force Base, and that is 
on page 142. At Hill we are asking one item, and it is a rapcon center, 
again a repetitive item, but let me point out that this is a navigation 
aid facility and it will be jointly operated and manned by the FAA 
and the Air Force. 

McCLELLAN AIR FoRcE BASE 


The next is McClellan Air Force Base, Mr. Chairman, on page 144. 
The item we are requesting here isa VHF omnidirectional facility and 
again this is a navigation aid. 


OLMSTED BASE 


Olmsted Air Force Base, on page 146, is the next one. Here we are 
requesting six items for $2,458,000. 

First there is a base communications facility which is required for 
the expansion of the present base communication facility, and next 
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there is a navaid facility which would include GCA, ILS, TACAN, 
and obstruction lights for the new runway, and then finally the next 
item would be approach lighting item, which is one of the repetitive 
items, and then there is a missile shop, which would modify an existing 
facility to accommodate maintenance depot repair work on new 
missiles. 

Then there is a military and industrial dispensary, which would be 
the fifth item and finally, a utility item, which is required to provide 
area utility in support of the construction program both proposed 
here and underway. 

Senator Stennis. What about your missile shops? 

How are you getting that work done now ? 

Colonel Jackson. Sir, this is really a new function, which is coming 
in, and we are attempting to take an existing facility, as I believe I 
mentioned, and modify it, and utilize it for this work, rather than 
building a separate and new building. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 


Rosins Arr Force Base 


Colonel Jackson. Next would be Robins Air Force Base, on page 
154. At Robins, we are requesting three items. First there is a storage 
base multicubical, which is a repetitive item, and then there is a ware- 
house base, and finally a dining hall. 

Now, the first item is a repetitive item, and a warehouse, and the 
situation regarding the warehouse is this. They require—and this is 
a SAC requirement at Robins—some 73,000 square feet, and we are 
requesting here against that requirement, 44,000 square feet, a little 
bit over half of the requirement. Essentially, this would be to give 
SAC warehouse space in the SAC area, which is located across the 
field from the main Robins complex. 

Then the dining hall is a replacement item. They require space 
to feed 2,700 men, and they have only an 800-man permanent mess. 

The-balance of their dining halls are of the World War II vintage, 
and they are small, and they are inefficient, and they are uneconomical 
to operate. We are requesting here 1,000-man mess, which would 
being them up to permanent messing capability for around 1,800 
people. 

Senator Stennis. How many is that? 

Colonel Jackson. The requirement is 2,700, and they have 800 
permanent which has been provided against that number, and the 
facility we are requesting here would be 1,000 men, or a total then, 
if this one is approved, of 1,800. 

That is against 2,700 requirement. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 


WRIGHT-PATTERSON BASE 


Colonel Jackson. The next base, Mr. Chairman, is Wright-Patter- 
son Air Force Base, and that is on page 158. 
_ At Wright-Patterson, we are requesting $20,270,000 for eight line 
items. 

First, Mr. Chairman, there is an academic facility for $7,400,000. 
This would provide, Mr. Chairman, three permanent structures to 
house the Institute of Technology which is now in operation at 
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Wright-Patterson, and has been in operation for a number of years 
using substandard facilities and borrowed space. 

This would provide them with a permanent facility. 

Secondly, there is an aircraft lab fatigue test research and develop- 
ment type of item, which is being requested for Wright-Patterson. 
It has been determined, Mr. Chairman, that one of the biggest problems 
we have now in modern day aircraft is fatigue and failure of metals 
due to high frequency sound. It is something that was rather sur- 
prising to me, that this sort of thing did exist, but it is a very serious 
problem. 

This facility here is to provide for research into what causes this, 
and what corrective measures can be taken to solve the problem. 

Senator Stennis. I thought the manufacturers did all of the re- 
search and the testing and everything else on items like this. You 
pay them a pretty nice sum for all of this equipment. 


RESEARCH PROBLEMS 


Colonel Jackson. The manufacturers—I am getting a little out of 
my field, Mr. Chairman, as to how specifications are set up, but it is 
my understanding that aircraft are built to certain specifications, and 
the metal alloys and so forth are built to certain specifications. How- 
ever we are in a situation of not knowing what specifications to 
outline in order to correct some of these problems. 

I have Colonel Stewart from our Research and Development Office, 
who possibly could elaborate on that, if you so desire, and add to it. 

Senator Srennis. I wish that you would. 

I remember a few times having read about a plane that just almost 
disintegrated in the air, and no one knew why. You might comment 
on that in your few remarks that you wish to make. 


SONIC FLOW OUT OF JET EXHAUST 


Colonel Srewarr. This doesn’t necessarily come from supersonic 
flight. It comes largely from noise, the sonic flow out of the exhaust 
of jet engines, and it is rather a new unknown field to us, because 
aircraft that have already been built and in service after a few years 
begin to show up with fatigue failures in certain areas of the airframe, 
and these were finally traced down to being sonic fatigue failures. 

As you are aware, we have a considerable modification program and 
we have added this to many of our aircraft, because of sonic structural 
problems. It is with regard to the specifications, the Air Force estab- 
lishes the specifications for new design of equipment and, of course, 
the manufacturer complies with them. In this area, we actually don’t 
know, I guess, what specifications were needed to cover some of these 
unknowns. 

This is a rather larger facility than you will find anywhere around 
the country, because we hope to test fairly large structures in it, sir. 

There are a few very small sonic-type facilities in existence, and 
this is an area that is rather unknown, not only to the Air Force, 
but to our aircraft industry as well. 

Senator Srennis. Is the cost of this laboratory mainly for the 
structure, or does this include equipment and facilities? 

Colonel Jackson. This would include both. 
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Senator Stennis. All right. Thank you. 

Colonel Jackson. If you will turn to page 160, you would see 
there a breakdown of that. 

Senator Stennis. Before we turn there, is there anything else on 


the page that you want to mention especially? Here is something 
about a medical laboratory. 


RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT ITEM 


Colonel Jackson. This is essentially a research and development 
item, Mr. Chairman. Again Colonel Stewart is here, and probably 
would like to maybe add some detail on it, but it is essentially to—— 

Senator Stennis. If it is medical, maybe the doctor can tell us. 

Colonel Jackson. It is a combined thing, but more in the sense of 
research and development. Essentially it is to mate the man with 
the weapon, to assure that we do not design weapons that man doesn’t 
have the capability of operating, or vice versa. 

Colonel Stewart, would you like to talk on that? 

Colonel Stewart. That is a fair description, sir, and it doesn’t have 
to do with ailments or cure of ills. It has to do with determining the 
skills that you need of people to operate new equipments, and in fact 
then conversely, the equipments that you design that people can 
either operate or live with. 

For example, that is flying suits, and oxygen masks, and pressurized 
containers, and that is the purpose of the aeromedical laboratory of 
the Air Research and Development Command, and this is our primary 
area for it, at Wright Field. 

Senator Stennis. Is there anything else on this page? 

Now, let us turn over to page 154, I believe you said, that item 
about the fatigue laboratory. 

Colonel Jackson. That is on page 160. I was merely, Mr. Chair- 
man, wanting to illustrate the breakout on that particular item. 

Senator Stennis. That is very clear. 


COST OF EQUIPMENT 


Colonel Jackson. I wanted to draw your attention to the fact that 
a goodly portion of the estimate is for the installed equipment that 
would go inthe building. The building itself is estimated at approxi- 
mately $1.4 million, but then the equipment which goes with it is a 
very high-cost proposition, as you can see. That is air supply, and 
the noise generator, and so on. 

Senator Srennis. You want to make your proof strong now for 
all of these items, Colonel, and also General, because there won’t 
be time to come back for a reclama. 

You will just have to make out a strong case as you go, for every 
item. 

Colonel Jackson. We are trying to do that, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Srennis. I don’t think that we will have much time to 
come back for further proof. 

General Dreyer. These research and development items here, there 
is practically no limit as to how far you can go in explaining them, 
because they are highly technical in nature and—— 
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Senator Stennis. I wasn’t referring to them particularly, when I 
made that remark. It just occurred to me that there won’t be any 
second look at this. 

Colonel Jackson. I think that we understand that, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Stennis. The next item. 

Colonel Jackson. The next would be volume 2, and that would 
complete volume 1. 


AIR RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT COMMAND 


We are on page 168. We have completed the Air Materiel Com- 
mand, and we start now with the Air Research and Development 
Command. 

Anticua Test Srre 


First is the Antigua test site, Mr. Chairman, which is on page 168. 

Here we are requesting a guided missile data collection radar 
station. 

This would provide a radar tower, a 100-foot bore sighting tower 
and the supporting utilities that go with it. This is a tracking radar 
specifically Sosieand for range instrumentation. It is used with other 
equipment to provide data acquisition, as well as apogee and impact 
prediction on the down range. This is range instrumentation in a 
nutshell, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Srennis. The next item. 


ARNOLD ENGINEERING DEVELOPMENT CENTER 


Colonel Jackson. The next item, Mr. Chairman, is the Arnold 
Engineering Development Center. Here we are requesting a total 
amount of 5,690,000 for five items. All of these items, Mr. Chair- 
man, are new authorizations this year. First of all, there is a gas 
dynamic test facility, which is required to provide accurate aero- 
dynamic and thermodynamic chemical scientific data on which to 
design vehicles traveling through atmosphere at speeds above 10,000 
feet per second. This involves construction of a steel duct 10 feet by 
1,085 feet, and a coil gun for launching 4-inch test specimens at 
velocities up to 25,000 feet per second. e second facility is a pro- 

ulsion wind tunnel duct, and that is required to assure engine test 

acility capability of simulating altitude conditions for full scale 
development testing. Then there is a propulsion engine test cell. 
This is for the study of problems involved in missile altitude thrust 
control, ignition starting, jet shape, and radiation at altitude. 


PROPULSION ENGINE TEST STAND 


The next item is a propulsion engine test stand; essentially this is 
instrumentation to record data involved in the test of rocket engines 
and associated equipment. Data include temperature, pressure, ve- 
locity, gas composition, and radiation, and vibration, and thrust and 
noise levels. 

Finally, there is the switching station, which would provide a sec- 
ond transformer of 25,000 kilovolt-ampere capacity and associated 
switch gears. Essentially this switching station would be to provide 
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additional power capability for these facilities that we have just 

discussed. E 
In a nutshell, the items that we are requesting here will bring 

Arnold Engineering Development Center into the missile age. 


FuNpDED CONSTRUCTION 


Senator Stennis. This item of funded construction not in inven- 
tory. What is that? 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman, that means that these are items 
that are under construction. Some of them may be as much as 
99 percent complete, and it just means that they have not yet reached 
the stage where they have been fully turned over by the construction 
agency to the Air Force. ; 

Senator Stennis. You mean you have $170 million worth of items 
under construction there now ? 

Colonel Jackson. The figure is misleading in this respect, Mr. 
Chairman. I would venture a guess that the big bulk of these facili- 
ties probably are in use. Now, you will find—— 

Senator Stennis. Well, either in construction or recently put into 
use, $170 million. 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

General Dreyer. Until they are actually picked up on our records, 
they are carried in this category. 

Senator Stennis. I know you cannot be accurate, and all, but it is 
a tremendous installation, and it does not make any difference where 
it is. You can build a lot of hospitals with 170 million. 

Colonel Stewart. Might I point out that some of these individual 
facilities have been under construction for as long as 6 or 7 years, and 
this amplifies General Dreyer’s remarks that they are not picked up. 

Senator Srennis. Even if all of them had been under construction, 
and if it came in in the last 5 years, still it is a tremendously big thing. 
What is it composed of? Is it wind tunnels? 


SUPERSONIC WIND TUNNEL 


Colonel Srewarrt. There is first a very large supersonic wind tunnel, 
that you perhaps have seen pictures of. 

Senator Srennis. No, I have not seen pictures of that. 

Colonel Stewart. There is a smaller supersonic wind tunnel, and 
when I say smaller, it is still measured on the order of 500 feet on 
one side around the facility. There is another part of Arnold called 
the engine test facility, that is composed of many engine test stands. 
There is another portion called the gas dynamics facility, that has 
many small wind tunnels, ranging from low speeds to ultrasonic 
speeds. If you would like, sir, I would be glad to give you for the 
record a very complete listing, facility by facility, and it is a tremen- 
dous installation. 

Senator Srennis. I just wanted to get a quick idea of it. You have 
assets in inventory of $144 million, and funded construction not in 
inventory, $170 million. That is over $214 million. 

Colonel Jackson. You may recall this research center was begun, 
if I recall correctly, back around 1949, I think. There have been 
tremendous sums of money put into that installation. 
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Senator Stennis. I note that the NACA did a great deal of that 
work for you. That is, the old NACA. 

Colonel Stewart. The NACA still will do a tremendous amount of 
work in this area in conjunction with us, but rocket engine testing, 
and jet engine testing is something we do ourselves, and the two wind 
tunnels in particular, at Arnold, are unique in their own capability 
for their size and the equipment they can handle. In the basic aero- 
dynamics research field, like any other basic research, you will find 
several agencies working in the same area in the country. It is not 
necessarily duplicating their efforts, and not necessarily evil in some 
cases. 

Senator Stennis. I wouldn’t suggest either one of those or wouldn't 
attribute either one of those to your program at all, but this is a huge 
setup and I did not realize that you had such tremendous installations. 

Colonel Stewart. It is a tremendous facility, sir, in size and in 
capability. But because of its tremendousness, you have to keep con- 
tinually modernizing it to keep up with technology as it moves along. 

Colonel Jackson. You will notice that of the items requested here, 
three are modification items, and one of them is an addition, so it is 
just in line with what has been said. 

Senator Stennis. It is supplementing what you have there. 

Colonel Stewart. One item that Colonel Jackson did not mention 
is that one of these rocket facilities provides for rockets burning these 
so-called exotic fuels, where the exhaust and the fuel is toxic, and 
requires special handling, as opposed to a rocket engine that burns 
kerosene, and oxygen, where your fuel and your exhaust are not toxic. 


CAPE CANAVERAL MISSILE TEST SITE 


Colonel Jackson. The next item is on page 176, Cape Canaveral 
missile test site, the item we are requesting here, Mr. Chairman, is 
guided missile data collection system and that is identical in every 
respect to the one we discussed at Antiqua. This is actually a part of 
the range instrumentation program. 

Senator Srennis. This is all your department is asking for Cape 
Canaveral ? 

Colonel Jackson. That is correct. I might mention, Mr. Chair- 
man, in connection with that, and perhaps that was a misleading 
answer, that in our missile package there are items which will be 
spelled out to you which we will be going into in this area. 

Senator Stennis. This is your annex, and this is not Cape Canaveral 
proper. 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, it is the one proper. 

Senator Stennis. You do not give the history of it here. 

Colonel Jackson. That is listed under Patrick, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Srennis. All right, the next item. 


Epwarps AtrR ForcE BASE 


Colonel Jackson. This next one is Edwards Air Force Base, and 
that is on page 178. Here we are requesting two items, at Edwards, 
and first there is a guided missile test shop, and then an outpatient 
facility. The first item is a research and development item, Mr. Chair- 
man, required to support the missile program at Edwards. The sec- 
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ond item is an outpatient facility, and in effect it would be an addition 
to the base hospital. 


OUTPATIENT FACILITY 


Now, this item would provide waiting room space for outpatients, 
that is, the ambulatory type patients who are not hospitalized but 
come for treatment. At the present time some of them have to line 
up outside the building, because space just isn’t available. 

Senator Stennis. Do you have a large hospital there? 

Colonel Jackson. I am sure it is postwar, and I don’t recall when 
it was built. 

Colonel CarmicHakEL. I can get that for you in a half second, sir. 
It is either 1952 or 1953, sir. 

Senator Stennis. You would not build a new facility on a real old 
hospital, I am sure. 

Colonel Carmicwart. The exact date I can supply for the record 
but it was either 1952 or 1953. 

Senator Stennis. These are some of these additional costs that you 
were talking about. 

Colonel CarmicHaEL. When this was constructed, the outpatient 
department was under design, and we have the staff to take care of 
more but we do not have the facility, and as Colonel Jackson pointed 
out, it is a totally inadequate outpatient department, that is our prob- 
lem there. 

Senator Stennis. All right, thank you. 


Eoin Atk Force BASE 


Colonel Jackson. The next one is Eglin Air Force Base, and that is 
on page 181. Here we are requesting three items, total amount of 
$833,000. The first item is a guided missile shelter, and this would be 
to provide for two more shelters for the test and training facility, 
BOMARC facility at Eglin Air Force Base. 

You may recall, Mr. Chairman that there has been provided previ- 
ously authorization and appropriation clearance to build a training 
and testing site for BOMARC at Eglin, so they can operate over the 
gulf ranges. 

Senator Stennis. Is that for training ? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. I didn’t know you had any training there. 


TRAINING OF BOMARC CREWS 


Colonel Jackson. This is unit training, Mr. Chairman, and this 
is close to one of the auxiliaries at Eglin, as opposed to the Eglin 
main base. Now this facility here would provide for the BOMARC 
crews to get their unit training prior to being deployed to one of the 
operational sites. In other words, they would come here as a unit 
and learn how to operate the missile and actually fire it over the gulf 
ranges, at moving targets, of course, and then they are, after a period 
of training, sent to their operational sites. They are periodically 
eycled back through this facility for updating and training. 

Senator Srennis. I did not know you had any training there. 
I have been down there, and they told me, as I remembered it, it was 
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all testing. Of course, you gentlemen know, and I just rely on ny 
memory anyway, as to what they said. 

General Dreyer. I am wondering if you are not recalling the 
briefing we gave on Cape Canaveral on the Atlantic Missile Range. 

Senator Srennis. I did not know you had actually training units 
down there, at Eglin. 

Colonel Stewart. They belong to the Air Defense Command units. 

Senator Stennis. It does not make any difference. 

General Dreyer. You will probably see this again at a later date 
with reference to the Eglin range, where we will show that this is 
a training and research and development range combined, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Who is your commanding officer down there now, 
General Kelly ? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

eer Stennis. He was up here with us a long time. All right, 
go ahead. 

Colonel Jackson. The next item is a jet engine test stand for the 
SAC mission going in there, and then a guided missile data collec- 
tion station, and this is part of the instrumentation of the Eglin 
gulf range. 

Senator Stennis. Then it seems to me like a pretty good place to 
keep a testing area. 

Colonel Jackson. This mission has not been changed in any way, 
and that still is just as active as it ever was, All we are saying 
is that in addition to that mission, they have been assigned other 
missions, and one is the training of the BOMARC unit training and 
in addition the SAC unit, and you may recall has been moved in there. 

General Dreyer. We will be doing a lot of additional training 
there, in the very near future, and it is being expanded rather than 
contracted. 

Senator Stennis. You own a lot of land there, do you not? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, about half a million acres. 

General Dreyer. And it encompasses the gulf area, as well as just 
the Eglin Air Force Base, and the weapons employment center which 
we just reviewed at Tyndall, also uses the Eglin range for their 
weapons employment. 

Senator Srennis. All right, the next one. 


Hoiioman Ate Force BAsE 


Colonel Jackson. The next one is Holloman Air Force Base, and 
that is on page 185. Here we are requesting two items, Mr. Chairman. 
The first is a guided missile lab instrumentation, and this is an R. & D. 
item, and then there is a water distribution main item. 

Senator Srennis. What kind of a guided missile are you talking 
about there? 

Colonel Stewart. This is mostly associated with the tract there, 
sir, where you test all sorts of components of missiles on your sled 
tracks, and acceleration forces. That is guidance equipment prin- 
cipally, sir. 


LAURENCE G. Hanscom FIELD 


Colonel Jackson. The next item is Laurence G. Hanscom Field on 
page 188. The first item, Mr. Chairman, is a library, research and 
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professional. This item, Mr. Chairman, is required to house approxi- 
mately 250,000 technical volumes and some 200,000 research reports. 
The documents are now stored in an 8,600 square foot structure at 
the Boston Army Base, 20 miles away. Fifty percent of the collection 
is stored in boxes, and by virtue of that it is virtually unusable. 
These documents we consider to be extremely important and valuable. 

Senator Stennis. Where would you use them anyway? I know 
how these things can accumulate. 

Colonel Jackson. I am not a scientist, but I feel certain that the 
people that these documents are intended for, at Hanscom, that is the 
Cambridge Research Center would most definitely use them. 

Senator Stennis. You are going to spend $1 million now, and I 
know how these things accumulate. 

Colenel Jackson. It is part of the scientific collection of the United 
States, and by virtue of that I consider it to be, in this age and day, 
a very important thing, that these things should be made available 
to the people who have the know-how to use them. 

General Curtin. On a recent visit to Hanscom, this matter was 
taken up. One of the points they made to me in defense of this item 
was the excessive time required of their professional staff to go out 
and dig these items out. I could not at the time get any exact 
measure of use of this material, but I was impressed by the specific 
ore ne they brought to my attention. They are used on a day-to- 
day basis. 

Senator Stennis. They ought to be used if they are needed. My 
real question was, would they be used at all? I know there are a lot 
of these things. 


SACRAMENTO PEAK 


Colonel Jackson. The next is Sacramento Peak. 

Senator Stennis. No, I mean this electrical laboratory. 

Colonel Jackson. This is an R. & D. item which is to house high 
pressure equipment, autoclaves, and shock tubes and so forth, for the 
growth and study of crystals. And for high temperature and compress 
plasma research. 

Senator Stennis. This must be an educational research center. Is 
that what it is? 

GEOPHYSICAL RESEABCH CENTER 


Colonel Stewarr. Might I correct an “educational” statement. This 
is our geophysics research center for the entire Air Force, and this 
solid physics electronics lab will do basic research in the sciences from 
which come your molecular electronics, as an example, the very minia- 
turized electronics, and the growth of crystals for your solid state 
computers, and I just wanted to correct that word “educational” if I 
could. This is a very important basic research facility to us. 

Senator Srennis. Well, it says research here, and I just had not 
seen it on the record. Thank you, sir. 

Colonel Jackson. The third item there is a science lab data col- 
lection. This would go in a remote lab site on Sagamore Hill, which 
is close to Essex, Mass., some 27 miles from Laurence G. Hanscom. 
This would be for the study of natural phenomena, essentially to 
determine how aurora can influence communications, cause electronic 
disturbances, and how they affect our worldwide communications, and 
so on. 
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Colonel Stewarr. And a further key to it is that it is a part of the 
study in the mid-Atlantic latitudes of the world, as opposed to some 
of our other observatory facilities that are down in the southern part 
of the latitudes, in the United States. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

Colonel Jackson. The next one is Sacramento Peak, and that is on 
page 182. The first item is a science laboratory solar observatory. 

If I might explain that, this would provide a small astrodome which 
would be autorotating. As you pointed out, this facility does exist, 
however, we really are requesting a replacement here. They have an 
old converted grain bin which was converted back in 1949, I believe 
it was, supposedly for 1-year operation and they have been using it 
every since. This facility we are requesting would replace that facility 
and provide them with much more capability than they have now. 


ACOESS ROAD 


Senator Stennis. Do you have to have the road ? 

Colonel Jackson. We consider that an extremely important item, 
Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Stennis. Is it a necessary item? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, they have a road there now, but once a year 
the road virtually goes out, particularly in the bad season. They have 
a gravel road bed, but in heavy rains and snows it virtually washes 
away. It is my understanding that the entire maintenance force of 
ieee was called into action last year to keep the road passable. 
The maintenance costs on it each year are pretty high. This would 

rovide for reshaping it, and putting a surface on it. We consider 
it a very important item. 


ASCENSION ISLAND INSTALLATION 


Colonel Jackson. The last installation in the Air Research and 
Development Command is Wide Awake Field, which is actually As- 
cension Island. Here we are requesting a guided missile data collec- 
tion station. This is again part of the instrumentation of the down- 
range, and this would be its farthest point downward, some 5,000 
miles away. This is to provide for terminal trajectory data as a part 
of the ballistics missile program. 

Senator Stennis. All right, the next item. 

Colonel Jackson. That completes the Research and Development 
Command, Mr. Chairman, and now we go to the Air Training 
Command. 

Arr Trarntnc ComMaND 


AMARILLO BASE 


Air Training Command is found on page 198. Amarillo Air Force 
Base is involved there. Here, Mr. Chairman, we are asking for six 
items, a total amount of $1,657,000. The major item is a technical 
training facility, and this will provide a facility for training in air 
frame repair forces. 

Now, at the present time, they are using a hangar. It is planned to 
construct a facility specifically for this airframe repair course and 
use the hangar more appropriately for other training courses. They 
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the are very short of training space at Amarillo, and even with this facility 
me here they will still be somewhat deficient in training space. It will 
art require the continued utilization of the hangar, for other training not 


requiring specialized space. 
The other items, the shop aircraft engine repair, is a repetitive type 


on item, and the test-stand jet is to provide checkout of the jet engines, 
after they have been repaired. It is in support of the Strategic Air 

ich Command missions at Amarillo. Then there is the ground power 

ist, equipment shop which is one of the repetitive items. 

an Finally, there is a water supply storage facility item. This last 

eve item, Mr. Chairman, is a replacement type item. Currently almost 

r it half of the water storage is in old wood-stave tanks that were built 


lity back in 1941 and 1942. They are leaking very badly, and one of the 
7, four recently was taken out of commission because it was leaking so 
badly. This would provide for replacement of that wood-stave type 
storage. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

Colonel Jackson. I believe we had finished with Amarillo, and 


ama, I don’t know whether you had any further questions. 
Senator Stennis. I think we covered that pretty well. 
year JAMES CONNALLY CENTER 
ave 
shes Colonel Jackson. The next one would be James Connally, on page 
a of 204. We are requesting here a rapcon center. This is one of the 
ble. repetitive items that was discussed before. 
mud 
ider LACKLAND BASE 
The next item would be Lackland Air Force Base on page 206. * 
We are asking two items here; first, a technical training center and oa 
the second is a water supply item. The technical training facility = 
and here is similar to the one we discussed at Amarillo, except that this a 
As- is in support of a crypto training type course. That is where they a 
llec- would install teletype machines, and crypto devices, and provide = 
ywn- training for people who are going out in the field to operate and e 
),000 maintain such devices. Presently they are using very temporary " 
part space. However even with this facility here considering the train- 
ing load at Lackland, they will continue to have to use this tem- 
porary space for other types of courses. 
nent Now, the requirement of cryptotype training is such that they 
ning require humidity control so what they will do is put the crypto course 
in the new building and put some of the other types of training that 
is going on at Lackland in the temporary space. 
The water supply item will replace one well. 
Senator Srennis. I assume that that is required. 
rorce Colonel Jackson. One of the wells has gone bad. 
A Lowry Air Force Base 
n air 


The next item is Lowry Air Force Base, and here we are requesting 
two items, a total of $405,000. The two items are both in support of 
ed . the missile function which has been assigned to Lowry which I am sure 
They that you are familiar with. The first is a telephone exchange or base 
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communications facility, and this is an onbase facility. Considerable 
expansion in the present plant is required, as you can well imagine 
with the added mission that is scheduled for this base. 

The second item, the telephone duct facility would provide the duct- 
ing of the telephone or communications lines to the missile facilities. 


MatTuer Arm Force Base 


The next one is Mather Air Force Base. At Mather we are re- 
questing a clearance of $1,928,000 for seven items. This is found on 
page 212. The first item is a rapcon center, a repetitive item, and 
then the engine inspection repair shop, again a repetitive item and 
then there is a test-stand jet for testing and checking out jet engines 
for the Strategic Air Command mission. Then the ground power 
equipment shop which is a repetitive type item, and likewise the 
storage base multicubicle magazine and, finally, open mess, NCO. 

The situation here is that this would provide a replacement of the 
existing very substandard NCO facility that does exist at Mather. 
The commander out there feels very strongly about this facility, and 
he feels that one of his most urgent requirements is to replace his old 
substandard facility and provide a decent type of facility for his 
noncommissioned officers. 

I have pictures, Mr. Chairman, of the existing facility, which 
shows some of the deterioration, and so forth, that has set in out 
there. 

Senator Stennis. What is the next item ? 


PeRRIN AIR Force Base 


Colonel Jackson. The next item is Perrin Air Force Base, on 
page 220. We are requesting here one item, an armament and elec- 
tronics shop. This is one of the repetitive items, as General Curtin 
discussed. 

This provides for the maintenance and repair of the armament 
electronics equipment which is contained in the present-day Century 
series aircraft. 

Senator Stennis. What is this principal mission ? 

Colonel Jackson. That is combat-crew training. They actually 
would be training in there with the F-102. This is where they would 
do their advanced training prior to assignment to the unit. 

Senator Stennis. What is that next one, the instructor course ? 

Colonel Jackson. That is the interceptor air crew instructor course. 
They would nave assigned there the training on the F-102 and other 
planes. 

SHEPPARD Base HospiTaL 


The next item, Mr. Chairman, is Sheppard Air Force Base, on 

age 222. “iere we are requesting four items for a total amount of 
$7'591,000. The first three items, Mr. Chairman, are repetitive, and 
the requirement for them is the same as General Curtin discussed in 
the special briefing. ‘The last item is a hospital which was discussed 
in detail with the authorization committee. This would provide for 
a 300- to 500-bed hospital. The existing one is a very badly dete- 
riorated hospital, which consists of approximately 100 buildings, 
scattered over about 54 acres. I might mention in passing here, that 
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the nearest military hospital is at Fort Sill, 52 miles away, and the 
nearest Federal hospital is the VA hospital at Dallas, 145 miles away, 
and the nearest civilian hospital is at Wichita Falls, some 5 miles 
away, but it is fully utilized. This hospital that we are requesting 
here 1s an area requirement among other things, for psychiatric care 
for Air Force patients. 

Senator Stennis. Well, what do you say that is—a 300-bed facility 
on a 500-bed chassis ? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Does that make it cost any more? 

Colonel Jackson. Well, it costs a little more to provide the expan- 
sion capability. In other words, with a 500-bed chassis, it would 
amount to being able to at a nominal expense if the need arose—— 

Senator Stennis. How much extra will it cost you to put it on 
that kind of a chassis, appromimately f 

<— Jackson. The differential in cost of the added facility, you 
mean 

Senator Stennis. Yes. 

Colonel Jackson. Colonel Carmichael may have that. 

Colonel Carmicnar.. That was supplied for the record earlier and 
subject to correction I believe it was around 12 to 14 percent. 

nee Stennis. Will that apply generally, that rule of 12 to 14 

reent 
"taal CarMIcHAEL. It has to be based on the size of the hospital 
that we are talking about. When we go from one story to multi- 
story, the cost differential is greater, but as long as you are staying 
on one floor, it is around 12 to 14 percent that is a good average. 

Senator Stennis. What expectation is there of an increase in size 
now, and the number of people at Sheppard? 

_ Colonel Jackson. Well, Mr. Chairman, I think under any figur- 
In — 
: QUESTION OF INCREASE AT SHEPPARD 


Senator Stennis. Let us take it a step at a time. Is there any 
specific expectation of increase at Sheppard ? 

Colonel Jackson. I could not give you a specific projection that it 
will increase, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Stennis. I say expectation or a plan. Do you have any 
plan to increase it? 

Colonel Jackson. I know of none, and do you know of any? 

Colonel CarmicHarL. Not for that base. I might speak for just 
a moment to the expanded chassis philosophy which came into being 
several years ago. It was then the policy to go ahead and design the 
chassis which is the difficult part to design, to accommodate a future 
expansion, if it becomes necessary. 

That is no longer the policy of the Air Force, but those hospitals 
that we had under design at the time the policy changed were con- 
tinued, because of the cost of redesigning. 

Senator Stennis. Why did you abandon that, Colonel ? 

Colonel CarmicHarL. Primarly because of economics. It costs 
more, and it raised the cost of our hospitals, and therefore it was 
decided to build on today’s requirements. 
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Senator Stennis. I really did not know that. I was just thinking 
about it. I don’t know a thing in the world about building and I don’t 
know about hospitals, but I know that we are decreasing the number 
of our personnel in all of the military departments. Unless there was 
some reasonable expectation of an increase in the personnel at some 
particular base, I would think that it would be better to just wait and 


see. 

Colonel Jackson. I think that this concept arose some years ago, or 
perhaps even it dates back to World War II when it was thought that 
this was the smart thing to do so in case of mobilization, you could 
expand. 

enator Stennis. If it has been abandoned, that ends the argument. 
But it still makes it apply as to what you are going to do with this one. 
These others you already have planned on this basis, of course. If you 
have any reasonable expectation for Sheppard being expanded, I think 
that you ought to put it in the record. But if you have not any, you 
ought to just say so. 

Colonel Jackson. I think that I stated earlier, that I know of none 
short of mobilization. 

Senator Stennis. I thought you might want to look into it a little. 
It isn’t fair to call on you for a “yes” or “no” answer at this point. 

General Dreyer. We can safely say that we have no planned expan- 
sion of the base. However, I think that there is one point here that 
might be misunderstood, and I stand to be corrected on this myself, 
but the fact that it is on a larger chassis does not mean that that space 
is not usable space, and it is not an unusable facility that we are 
building on that expanded chassis. So that if we ever did expand it, 
I think only the wards would have to be added. 

Colonel CarmicHaeEt. That is entirely correct. 

General Dreyer. The chassis is a usable facility and it is not some- 
thing standing there awaiting expansion to come about, which may 
never come about. I think that that might be helpful in explaining 
what this is. 

Senator Srennis. It means though that you build these service 
features, whatever type they may be, and you build them larger than 
you otherwise would, to the extent of a hospital this size—from 12 
to 14 percent increase, wasn’t that what you gave? 

Colonel] Carmicuaet. That is correct. 

Senator Stennis. That is being very exact, and it gives us a good 


rule of thumb. 
CHANGE IN POLICY 


Colonel Epmonps. I would like to add one thing which I think is 
an important point in this hospital. I believe Colonel Carmichael 
mentioned that we had now changed the policy and we were not 
building expandable type of hospitals, but we were going ahead with 
the last few under design. Now, that is important in this respect, 
because a hospital this size can cost us about $400,000 to design, 
and so if we had decided to change we would not save but about half 
of that differential of 12 or 14 percent because we would waste on 
design costs. I thought that might be important. 

Senator Stennis. That design cost, is that peculiar to each in- 
dividual hospital? 
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Colonel Epmonps. We haven’t built very many hospitals of this 
size. 

Senator Stennis. I would think that you would have some general 
basic plans, anyway. 

Colonel EpmMonps. We have now standardized on the 50-bed hos- 
pital, for example, and I believe others are. 

Colonel Carmicuart. The 50 and the 75 and the 100, and the 
150—and we have definite criteria that we follow, sir, although they 
are adapted to the locations, but—— 

Senator Stennis. In this particular case, you already have the blue- 
prints and everything. 

Colonel Epmonps. Yes, and the design is complete on it and for 
that reason we would be wasting that much money if ‘we tried to 
redesign it and cut it down to a 200, and so we feel that we should 
take advantage of that, and go ahead with the recent plans. 

Senator Stennis. Is there anything else on that ? 

General Dreyer. I think that is all we can contribute on that. 

Senator Stennis. Suppose we proceed a little further here. 


Wess AlIR FORCE BASE 


Colonel Jackson. The next base would be Webb Air Force Base, 
and that is on page 227. 
Senator Stennis. On the previous item, was that authorized ? 
Colone] Jackson. Authorization was granted some years ago, but 
it expired, and it is being. reauthorized this year. That was our 
request. 
enator Stennis. All right. 


TOTAL REQUEST 


Colonel Jackson. On Webb Air Force Base we are requesting a 
total of $1,712,000, Mr. Chairman. That is on page 227. 
As I mentioned, we are ———” items, and the major item is 


extension of the parallel runway. Now, the existing runway is 8,100 
feet by 150 feet. This extension that we are requesting here will ex- 
tend it by approximately 1,000 feet, which will then bring it up to 
9,100 feet, which is the minimum length for the Air Defense Command 
mission. And for the T-88 supersonic trainers which are scheduled 
for this installation. 

Senator Stennis. That will mean that you will have two runways. 

Colonel Jackson. Which is normal practice at a training command 
installation, because of the volume of traffic that they have to handle. 

The other runway there is 8,800 feet now. That is the instrument 
runway. 

Senator Stennis. All right. The rest of them look rather regular. 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir; the road and the land are tied to the 
runway extension, and the other two items are repetitive. That com- 
pletes the training command. 


AIR UNIVERSITY 


The next one is Air University. There is one base involved in the 
Air University—and that is Gunter Air Force Base, on page 234. 

Senator Srennis. That is the headquarters wing; that means the 
headquarters building. 
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Colonel Jackson. Yes, that is the headquarters building for the 
SAGE wing that is scheduled to go in to Gunter. This is one of the 
SAGE direction centers, and I might mention it is either complete or 
virtually complete and it is not involved in the master plan of changes, 
This would provide for administrative space for the unit that will be 
operating the SAGE Director Center. 

_ The other two items are a dormitory for airmen and a dining hall for 
airmen. In both cases these last two facilities are to fill the deficiency. 
There is no replacement involved in either of them. 

Senator Stennis. They go together, do they ? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes. 

Senator Stennis. How many men will you feed in that dining hall? 

Colonel Jackson. This will provide feeding capability for 800 men, 
Mr. Chairman. I might give you the statistics on it if you would like, 
They require, roughly, 2,300 spaces to feed 2,300 men. 

Senator Stennis. That is all right. 

Colonel Jackson. That would complete the Air University, Mr. 
Chairman, since it consists of only one base. 


ANDREWS BASE 


Then we go to the headquarters command, and in this command is 
Andrews Air Force Base on page 239. 

Mr. Chairman, we’re requesting a number of items here, and the 
total amount involved is $21 million. I am sure that you are very 
familiar with the Andrews program. This is the second major incre- 
ment of facilities which we have requested or are requesting to expand 
Andrews to take the mission from Washington National, and from 
Bolling, and also, of course, in conjunction with the Navy request 
to move the flying activities from Anacostia. The facilities that we 
are requesting here together with those which were approved and 
provided last year, will provide operational capability at Andrews to 
move those missions. Our schedule on moving the flying activities 
out of Bolling is June of 1961. : 

Senator Stennis. How much is it going to cost you to make the 
transfer? I think it is a transfer that should be made, but I did not 
realize it was going to.cost that much. 

Colonel Jackson. Well, I believe it was mentioned last year that 
it was going to cost around $35 million or $37 million to do this. 

Senator Stennis. How much will this leave you now, that you will 
have to ask for next year? 

Colonel Jackson. Well, the major requirements that I know of, 
Mr. Chairman, would be perhaps another hangar or two. I think that 
those are the major items that would have to follow next year. But 
I would like to emphasize again that this request here, together with 
what is previously provided, will put them in operation at Andrews 
and enable them to accept the Bolling-Washington National mission. 

Senator Stennis. The rest will be just additions? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Well, now, what is the mission of Andrews—that 
pert of Apaivows that you are expanding because of the move from 

olling? 


Colonel Jackson. Virtually everything, Mr. Chairman. Last year 
we were provided authorization and funds to build a new runway. 
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That would be a parallel runway; in other words, a second runway. 
That oe Sonica because of the terrific increase in the number of 
aircraft. 

Senator Stennis. Here is the apron to go with it, is that right? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, this is additional apron, and we were pro- 
vided a small amount of apron last year, and this apron we are re- 
questing here will provide for the parking of the number of air- 
craft that are projected for there. 

As a matter of interest, it is estimated that the USAF aircraft alone 
will total 361 aircraft. This apron that we are requesting here is, 
of course, required for parking of that number of aircraft. Then 
the other major items are hangars. 


FUNDS FOR HANGARS 


Senator Stennis. I notice here you have $4,607,000 for hangars. Do 
ie remember how much you had for that? That is $8 million for 

angars. 

Colonel Jackson. There were two hangars provided last year, at 
roughly $4.7 million. 

Senator Stennis. Let us stop on that, and start in the morning. I 
hope that you can come tomorrow. I hope we can go forward to- 
morrow. Let us say 10 o’clock, and you call us at 9 o’clock or a few 
minutes thereafter, and we will know more certainly then. 


COMMITTEE RECESS 


The committee will take a recess until 10 o’clock tomorrow. Thank 


you very much, gentlemen, all of you. I enjoyed being with you, and 
you have a very interesting program here. 

(Whereupon, at 5:25 p.m., Thursday, June 25, 1959, the committee 
was recessed, to reconvene at 10 a.m., Friday, June 26, 1959.) 
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FRIDAY, JUNE 26, 1959 
U. S. Senate, 


SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, 
Washington, D.C. 
The subcommittee met at 10:15 a.m., pursuant to recess, in room 
1224, New Senate Office Building, Hon. John Stennis, chairman of the 
subcommittee, presiding. 
Present: Senator Stennis. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM 


STATEMENTS OF COL. E. R. JACKSON, DIRECTORATE OF CIVIL 
ENGINEERING; COL. W. H. PARKHILL, DIRECTORATE OF CIVIL 
ENGINEERING; BRIG. GEN. C. F. DREYER, DEPUTY DIRECTOR OF 
CIVIL ENGINEERING; BRIG. GEN. R. H. CURTIN, DEPUTY DIREC- 
TOR FOR REAL PROPERTY; COL. M. T. EDMONDS, DIRECTORATE 
OF CIVIL ENGINEERING; COL. J. C. CARMICHAEL, SURGEON GEN- 
ERAL; COL, J. H. YATES, DIRECTORATE OF CIVIL ENGINEERING; 
HERBERT SUFIT, DIRECTORATE OF BUDGET; COL. F. K. NICHOLS, 
DIRECTORATE OF COMMUNICATIONS-ELECTRONICS; LT. COL. R. T. 
MILLER, DIRECTORATE OF OPERATIONS; AND LT. COL. D. M. 
GOODFLEISCH, DIRECTORATE OF OPERATIONS 


ANDREWS AIg& Force BASE 


Senator Stennis. I want to know a little more about Andrews. 
I want to get into that. Let us all cooperate by keeping reasonably 
quiet. It helps me to hear the witnesses. 

I get quite a few inquiries from various Senators about your new 
program out there. The Air Force moving, and all. 

General Dreyer. Before we get started, Mr. Chairman, I would 
like you to know that three of our witnesses, Colonel Goodfleisch, Mr. 
Rio, and Mr. McCloud, have not been sworn. 

I thought perhaps you would want to take the time to do that. 

Senator Stennis. All right, if you will stand we will swear you. 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony in this hearing will be 
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Colonel GooprieiscH. I do. 

Mr. Rio. I do. 

Mr. McCtovp. I do. 
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General Dreyer. We have a master re of Andrews that we can 
put on the board, if you would like to look at it. 

Senator Stennis. No; I do not think it is necessary. Maybe we can 
sum up. 

As f understand, for this part of Andrews, this is a substitute for 
Bolling. This is new construction. 

General Dreyer. These are the facilities needed to make the base 
operational so that the flying activities from Bolling can be moved to 
Andrews; yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. These are the usual customary installations for 
such a mission ? 

General Dreyer. Yes, sir; the facilities needed for maintenance, 
operation, housing, and the care of personnel as are typical of most of 
our bases; not particularly typical of a SAC base, because these are 
not combat-type aircraft. 

These are different types of aircraft than you would normally find 
on a SAC base, generally speaking. 

Senator Stennis. Is this where you are flying for the men on duty 
in the Washington area? 

General Dreyer. A good portion of the flying will be of that nature; 
yes, sir. We havea special air mission plane, too. 

Senator Srennis. This part is not operated independently of An- 
drews; it isa part of Andrews, is it not? 

General Dreyer. Yes, sir. 

You have the mission of Andrews as indicated, sir, on the first page, 
239. We have the headquarters. 

Senator Stennis. What is ARDC? 


PRESENT LOCATION OF FACILITIES 


General Dreyer. Research and Development Command Headquar- 
ters. We have the special air mission air transport squadron. 

Then, of course, the Navy will move their facilities over there. 

Also the District of Columbia Air National Guard unit is there. 


There is a fighter interceptor squadron; I think they are equipped 
with 102’s now. 


The Air Reserve flying center is there. 

Then this item we were just discussing, the CRT or combat readi- 
ness training for the local pilots. 

Senator Stennis. This fighter interceptor, general, the 102, what 
is that ppehle of coping with? You told me something about the 
speed. ey could cope with an incoming bomber up to what, now? 

General Dreyer. I don’t know whether we are getting in a classified 
ree, or not. But I would like to have the operations people discuss 
that. 

Senator Stennis. Put that down and I will ask that question in 
executive session. 

Now, is there anything unusual, out of the ordinary, in this long 
list of items for Andrews? 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman, I don’t think there is. Most of 


them are in the category of being operational facilities and/or aircraft 
maintenance facilities. 
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WCO MESS 


wan is one personnel support type of item, that is the open mess, 
I would like to mention, though, that the new runway which is going 
in at Andrews takes out the existing NCO mess and this is really a 
replacement for that. 

I me add that the existing mess is a substandard, temporary type 
of facility. 

This will give them a permanent facility. 

Other than that, they are just straight operational aircraft mainte- 


nance facilities and the necessary utility type items that go hand in 
glove with those items. 
NEED FOR HANGARS 


We briefly mentioned yesterday, I believe, the apron and why it 
was needed, the hangars. Those, of course, make up the large bulk 
of the money requests in this program. 

Senator Stennis. Why do these hangars cost so much? 

Colonel Jackson. They are very large facilities, Mr. Chairman. 
You can see from the size of them how large they are. They are 
a high bay type of structure, which is expensive construction to begin 
with. The square footage cost on them is $20 a square foot, which 
is the normal experience that we have in hangar type construction. 

General Dreyer. On a cost per cubic foot you would probably 
find they are relatively cheap abe they are high bay and have 
alot of cubage in them. 

On a square-foot basis they do run, as indicated, about $20. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

General Dreyer. From here on Colonel Jackson can be given a 
breather and Colonel Parkhill will handle those items. 


MILITARY AIR TRANSPORT SERVICES 


Colonel Parkui. The next projects are for the Military Air 
Transport Service, three bases, the first is on page 261, Charleston, 
S.C. We have five items. 

The first four are repetitive type items that General Curtin briefed 
you on yesterday. The approach lighting modification, aircraft 
shelter weapon calibration. 

Senator Stennis. It seems to me that we covered that yesterday. 

Colonel Parkuityt. Our next base, Mr. Chairman, page 265, Dover, 
Del. There are two items in support of MATS, both repetitive type. 

Senator Stennis. Let us pass to the next one. 

Colonel Parxuitn. Page 268, McGuire Air Force Base. Here we 
have three repetitive type items to ee MATS and fighter intér- 
cenit, lighting approach, weapons shelter calibration, and A. &. E. 
op. 


enator Stennis. Colonel, what page were you on? 
Colonel Parxkniiy. Page 268. Three repetitive type items. 
Senator Srennis. This is where you are going to get your first 
BOMARC? 


Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir: that is correct. 
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Senator Srennis. I would like to know, General, before we get 
to the executive session a little bit about these fighters. That may 
come up in debate on a bill next Monday. 

Could someone go to the telephone and ask someone to come here 
and let me talk to them on this matter ? 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman, we have with us today Colonel 
Miller from our operations section. 

Senator Stennis. If the Colonel can stay I would like to talk with 
him before we leave for lunch. 


STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND 


Colonel Parkuiiy. Next, in volume 3, we take up the projects for 
the Strategic Air Command, U.S. continental bases. Forty bases 
are involved. 

Senator Stennis. I knew you would have a whole book on that. 
Page 275, Beale Air Force Base, Calif. 

All right. 

Colonel Parxuiti. At Beale Air Force Base we have two items 
to support the SAC heavy bomber mission. The first is repetitive 
type ammo storage. 

he second is removal of a hazard. We have a ditch 100 feet 
from the south end of the south overrun. 

Senator Stennis. All right, let us go to the next one. 

Colonel Parkuitu. Page 278, Bergstrom, Tex. One repetitive type 
item to support the heavy bomb mission ? 

Senator Stennis. The next item. 


Colonel Parxutty. Biggs, 280. We have two repetitive type items. 
Senator Srennis. Next item. 


BLYTHEVILLE, ARK., BASE 


Colonel Parkutiy. Page 283, Blytheville, Ark. We have two 
items. First isa repetitive type ammo storage. 

The second is a 400-man dormitory. 

Senator Stennis. Why do you need the dormitory ? 

Colonel Parkuiiy. We require 1,569 spaces and we have 1,064. 
This 400-man dormitory will satisfy the deficiency. 

Senator Srennis. I am making a little memo here on something 
else. Let us see, your mission at Blytheville is a heavy bomber wing 
headquarters? 

Colonel Parkuiy. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Heavy bomber squadron, one-half heavy air re- 
fuel squadron, AAA—what is that, missile NIKE battalion? 

Colonel Parkuiy. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. The Army operates that ? 

Colonel ParKutu. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Of course, I know in a general way what all these 
mean, but is there anything special about Blytheville? 

General Dreyer. It isa SAC dispersal base. 

Senator Stennis. I know it is. You have an entire wing there, 
rather than a half wing, do you not? 

General Dreyer. No, sir; it a wing headquarters, as you see here, 
ae it is only a heavy squadron with supporting half squadron of 
tankers. 
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Senator Stennis. You havea half squadron of tankers? 

General Dreyer. Yes, sir. 

Colonel Jackson. With respect to the dispersal bases the normal 
attern is 15 bombers and 10 tankers. In the case of 10 tankers we 

call it half a squadron. 

Senator Stennis. What does Blytheville have? 

Colonel Jackson. Fifteen and 10. 

Senator Stennis. That is normal ? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. The next item. 


Bunker Hitt Bass, Inp. 


Colonel Parkutiy. Page 286, Bunker Hill Air Force Base, Ind. 
Seven items to support the medium bomb and ADC missions. 

The first four are the repetitive type; Rapcon Center, A/C cali- 
bration shelter, A. & E. shop and ground powered equipment shop. 

Then we have a storage base bomb pod. This is to provide storage 
for the bomb pods for the B-58 aircraft. 

Senator Stennis. What is bomb pod ? 

Colonel Parxuity. The pod is a large container that fits under the 
center section of the B-58. It carriers the bomb, electronic equip- 
ment, or fuel. 

Senator Stennis. The thing you can see? 

Colonel ParKuiy. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

Colonel Parkuity. The next item is the base theater, 500 seats. At 
present we are using an old gymnasium which is scheduled to be used 
for the IBM supply accounting equipment. 

The next item would be the electric distribution facilities. 

Senator Stennis. Let us go to the next page. 


CARSWELL AIR Force Base, TEx. 


Colonel Parknity. Page 293, Carswell Air Force Base. Two items 
for the heavy bomb mission. The first is airfield pavement strength- 
ening. 

We wish to provide nine stubs for the alert aircraft and strengthen- 
ing of the connecting taxiway. 

he next item is a repetitive type lighting approach. 

Senator Stennis. On what page 

Colonel Parkuiy. Page 293. 

Senator Stennis. The next item. 


CastTLeE Arm Force Bass, CaAtir. 


Colonel Parkutiy. Page 296, “Castle Air Force Base, Calif.” 
Four items. The first is a repetitive type aircraft weapons calibra- 
tion shelter. 

The next three items go together, Mr. Chairman. They are all re- 
lated to the last item which is a hazard removal. 

Senator Stennis. What is that? 

Colonel Parxumu. There is a drainage canal that is right off the 
clear zone of the main runway. We have already lost one B-52 as 
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a result of this ditch. We wish to move it about 5,000 feet back. 
We need to purchase 25 acres of land and also get a land easement. 
Senator Stennis. The next item ? 


CHENNAULT AIR Force BASE 


Colonel Parxuitz. “Chennault Air Force Base, La.” Another 
hazard removal project. That is on page 301. There is a drainage 
canal off the south end of the main runway and we wish to bridge 
it. 

Senator Stennis. What kind of hazard do you say it was now? 

Colonel Parkum. It isa drainage ditch. 

Senator Stennis. But similar to the other one? 

Colonel Parkuiu. Yes, it is quite similar in nature, the same gen- 
eral problem, aircraft overshooting the runway will be destroyed. 

Senator Stennis. Medium bomber wing, that is what you now 
call the B-47’s ? 

Colonel Parkut. Yes, sir. 

General Dreyer. The B-58 is also considered a medium bomber, 
too, sir. Of course, we have none of those in the inventory, but we 
are building for them. 

Senator Stennis. The next item? 


Ciinton County Arr Force Base, OHIO 


Colonel Parxuity. Page 303, “Clinton County AFB, Ohio.” We 
have five items in support of the medium tanker mission. The first 
item is a hospital, 30-bed on a 50-bed chassis. We have nothing there 
now but a small dispensary. The nearest civilian hospital is already 
overcrowded. It is 2 miles away at Wilmington. The nearest mili- 
tary hospital is 40 miles away at Wright-Patterson AFB. 

Senator Stennis. That is another one of your, what was it you said, 
30-bed on a 50-bed chassis? 

Colonel Parkuty. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. All right, go ahead. We covered that whole 
thing I think yesterday pretty well. 

Do you have something special you want to say on this, Colonel? 

Colonel CarmicuaEt. We covered the subject of expanded chassis 

esterday, except for this size of hospital. Although current Air 
Sans policy is not to build expanded chassis, a 50-bed chassis is the 
smallest for which we have a standard design. In the case of smaller 
hospitals, as at this location, it is not possible to reduce the scope of 
the chassis without complete redesign. The anticipated savings in 
construction from the reduction in scope of the chassis would not be 
significant in light of the added cost for design. 

Colonel Parkumu. The next item is a 600-man airman dormitory. 
This will substantially fill the deficiency and replace the theater of 
operations type buildings. 

Senator Stennis. To replace what type! 

Colonel Parxuttn. Theater of operations. 

General Dreyer. Those are tarpaper type shacks, sir. 

However, I understand that these particular ones are not that 

sir. I understand these are not the normal tarpaper type. I 
would like to correct the record on that. 
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Senator Stennis. I do not know what theater type of operations 
structures means. 

Colonel Jackson. May I shed a little light on that? 

Senator Srennis. Yes. 

Colonel Jackson. We have two normal temporary types of struc- 
tures. One we call the mobilization type. I am sure you have seen 
a lot of them. It is a 2-story barracks type building with the over- 
hang on the eaves. That is a much better type of structure than we 
call our theater of operations type. 

The theater of operations is normally a 1-story structure and in 
many instances was covered with tarpaper on the outside. 

Some of them were not. Some of them were covered with wood 
type sheathing. 

asker Stennis. Theater of operations suggests construction that 
is substandard. 

Colonel Jackson. Just that. In many cases the studding was on 
4-foot centers. You get a great deal of sagging. It is a very mini- 
mum type of thing which was built later in the wartime period. 

Senator Stennis. Which is it you have here now ? 

Colonel Jackson. It is a theater of operations type, Mr. Chairman. 
The only thing is that this does not have the tarpaper type of siding 
onit. It has the wooden siding. 

Senator Stennis. Is it the sagging type, or not? 

General Dreyer. They were all designed, sir, with a factor of safety 
as close to one as they could actually design the facility, instead of the 
usual factor of safety that goes into a structure of three or four. Most 
of them, as I indicated before, had wood sheathing and tarpaper over 
the top of it and that is all there is to it. 

This one apparently has a wood exterior surface. Otherwise it is 
a flimsy structure. 

Senator Stennis. All right, the next item ? 


NCO OPEN MESS 


Colonel Parkuix. Next is the NCO open mess. We have no suit- 
able facility that can be used. Then we have an officer’s open mess. 
The existing facility is a small converted farmhouse of about 2,000 
square feet. It is totally inadequate for the projected population. 
Then we have utilities that are the general area utilities required to 
support the overall construction program. 

; Senator Stennis. All right, go ahead. I think you have covered 
that. 
CLINTON-SHERMAN Arr Force BAsgE, OKLA. 


Colonel Parkutity. Page 309, Clinton Sherman Air Force Base, 
Okla. We have three repetitive items to support the heavy bomb 
mission; ILS facility, lighting approach, and ammo storage. 

Senator Stennis. The next item. 


Colonel Parkui. Page 313, Columbus Air Force Base, Miss. We 
have one repetitive-type item ; ammo storage. 
Senator Stennis. The next item. 
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Davis-MonTHAN Base, ARIZ. 


Colonel Parkumu. Page 315, Davis-Monthan Air Force Base, Ariz. 
We have four repetitive-type items in support of the SAC medium 
bomb mission and the ADC mission; runway overrun, lighting ap- 
proach, aircraft calibration shelter, and an A. & E. shop. 

Senator Stennis. You mean your runway is not adequate without 
that additional facility. 

Colonel Parxknt. That is right, sir. This is a standard overrun. 

Senator Stennis. That means that to make them safe and to their 
best capacity, you need these items? 

Colonel Park. Yes, sir. 

Senator Srennts. I want something that is descriptive and which 
will cover all of these overruns. That is about the way I sized it up 
yesterday ; is that correct ? 

Colonel Jackson. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. It provides that 
extra margin of safety for landing overruns, or aborted takeoffs, or 
what have you. 

Senator Srennts. Let us take time out here and now, gentlemen, 
to discuss some general questions. 


AUTHORIZATION AND APPROPRIATION REQUEST 


As TI understand, virtually everything in your present authorization 
bill, the current authorization bill, is requested in this bill here; is 
that right? 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman, you say virtually—— 

Senator Stennis. Well, 90 percent, 80 percent ? 


Colonel Jackson. We requested, as I remember, in the authorization 
bill, something in the neighborhood of $800 million. 

Because of last minute adjustments in the program when we put 
together the appropriation program, there are certain portions that 
we could not include, and they total around $35 million out of the over 
$200 million of the original request. 

So that percentagewise the overwhelming preponderance of our 
new authorization requests are in this program before you today. 

Senator Stennis. You only left out approximately $35 million? 

Colonel Jackson. That is correct. 

Senator Stennis. Then in addition thereto, you have other author- 
izations? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. You will include in here? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. How much does that run in round numbers? 


AMOUNT OF AUTHORIZATIONS 


Colonel Jackson. In round numbers, Mr. Chairman, at the end of 
this fiscal year we have something like $490 million of authorizations 
that would remain unfunded. 

At the end of fiscal year 1960 it would drop down to around $280 
million considering what we have in here plus the automatic rescis- 
sions that will take care of a lot of authorizations. 
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Senator Stennis. I do not want any confusion this time at the end 
of the conference on this matter about the list that is eligible for fund- 
ing and the money to do it with. 

I think we ought to keep those as close together as we can. Do you 

ntlemen agree to that ? 

Colonel Jackson. We certainly agree with that objective, sir. 

Senator Stennis. You are doing the best you can to let the appro- 
priation bill just track the authorization bill? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. , 

Senator Srennis. Then you want it where, with some latitude al- 
lowed, and we will come to that last, you want as a general proposition, 
you would like to see the final conference bill continue to track these 
authorizations plus the other ones you have included. 

Now, you have to make allowance in there for your carryover and 
all. Give me the figures and the explanation of that, please. 

Colonel Jackson. Of the carryover? 


AMOUNT OF CARRYOVER 


Senator Stennis. Yes. When you come to the end of this current 
fiscal year now give me how much carryover you are going to have 
in authorizations and how much money to keep on spending. 

I know it will be obligated, but that is your working balance, your 
working money. 

Colonel Jackson. If I understand correctly, you are talking now 
of carryover in funds as opposed to authorizations? 

Senator Stennis. That is right. 

Colonel Jackson. Colonel Edmonds, I believe you have those figures, 

Senator Stennis. I think if you could give us that in a memorandum 
form to put in the record and also to have at the conference, it will 
be quite helpful. 

I want to know what it is. Even though the bill has passed, I want 
to revise those figures. 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir; we will be glad to prepare such a memo- 
randum. 

Senator Stennis. I am not expert in this matter and I have to kind 
of play it by ear. Iam a great believer in getting the facts first, then 
maybe you can reach a sound conclusion, but you certainly are not 
going to reach any sound conclusion unless you have the facts. 

Colonel Jackson. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Surir. According to our current estimate we anticipated a carry- 
over of $387,601,000. 

Senator Stennis. You will have that much cash money ? 


FUNDS OBLIGATED 


Mr. Surir. It will be applied against the going program, sir. 

Senator Stennis. That isa good way to express it. 

Mr. Surtr. That is right. 

Senator Stennis. That means that that money is really already obli- 
gated or set aside, on the way to being obligated ? 

Mr. Surrr. That is right, sir. This money is now available to the 
Air Force for specific projects which will be in the process of being 
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placed under contract and for Government costs. Substantially all 
of this unobligated balance will be in the hands of the construction 
agents. 

“Colonel Epmonps. Basically our carryover, Mr. Chairman, of ap- 
proximately $387 million is mostly for the Government cost and con- 
tingencies which are only obligated month by month as the actual help 
is paid. There is about $94 million of that $387 million for projects 
which will not be awarded as of June 30. 

They may be awarded in July or August, but the funds are in the 
field and committed for those specific projects. 

Then the balance of that money is for covering the overhead on all 
of the going program which was put under contract last year and this 

ear. 
7 You see, a lot of these projects that take maybe 2 years for actual 
completion and final closeout, so the overhead money is carried over 
each year because it has to be paid out as the help is paid. It takes 
about that order of magnitude of carryover money to operate that 
program. 
QUESTION OF NORMAL CARRYOVER 


Senator Srennis. Do you all agree that that is a necessary amount 
to carry over normally ? 

Colonel Epmonps. Yes, sir; except for last year we have had around 
this figure of carryover every year for the last 5 or 6 years. 

Senator Stennis. That is not exactly answering my question except 
you said “yes” to start with. 

Do you consider that to be a necessary amount for the normal and 
ordinary and practical function of your mission ? 

Colonel Epmonps. Yes, sir; absolutely. 

Senator Stennis. General, do you agree to that? 

General Dreyer. Yes, sir, Mr. Chairman; the amount is very difli- 
cult to say this is what we precisely need as a carryover. 

Senator Stennis. That was not my question. Do you consider at 
least this much a necessary amount ? 

General Dreyer. I would say so under the normal legislative pro- 
cedures because we have to have an organization built up that ll 
not go up and down in strength. It has to be reasonably uniform 
based upon a long-term program. 

Senator Srennts. The reason I am asking, I am not trying to pin 
you down tosomething to hold against you later. 

General Dreyer. We need to keep that organization in being, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Someone will report this as an enormous amount 
of money on hand and will talk as if you have that to do what you 
want to with it; you can use part of it to fund some of these new 
items. You cannot do that, can you ? 

General Dreyer. No, sir. 

Senator Stennts. I want to have the record clear that this conten- 
tion I refer to would be totally in error. 

General Dreyer. If you attempted to do that, sir, you would have 
peaks and valleys through your effort and your organization all the 


way through the year and it would just be an impossible situation to 
live with. 
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Senator Stennis. All right. I want you to prepare me a special 
statement showing how much of this money that you are going to 
have in dollars approximately and then show why that cannot be 
really counted against new authorizations and new lists of appropria- 
tions and why it would be injurious to try to consider it that way. 

General Dreyer. Yes, sir. 

oe Stennis. What injury would come to your program as a 
whole 

As I see it, it would be a loss to the Government rather than a saving 
to the Government to try to make you change horses in midstream. 

General Dreyer. Yes, sir. 

Senator Srennis. Of course, that does not preclude you, though, 
from dropping out an item for good cause that you might have already 
expected to be constructed. 


















NEED FOR CARRYOVER FUNDS FOR COMMITMENTS 































Colonel EpMonps. One thing, Mr. Chairman, that some people do 
not understand about our carryover fund is the necessity to have the 
money on hand to complete a job. You know, we don’t start a job un- 
less we have the money to make it complete and usable. You do not 
obligate the money for the overhead except by month to month. You 
obligate the money for the contract amount when you award the con- 
tract, but you have to set aside the money to pay the overhead and the 
Government cost in order to finish that job. 

We call that a commitment, but not an obligation. 

Senator Stennis. I understand. I do not want to take too much 
time on this, but the next step is, that money being set aside for those 
purposes, the next step is a list of new items to be funded, that is items 
to go on the list for funding and then the amount of money that is 
going to be provided. 


LIST OF UNFUNDED APPROVED ITEMS ms 







Apart from this list of items that you have the money in the hopper 
for, you have another list of items that have been at some time ap- 
proved for funding and so forth. Would you list about how much of 
that that you have that you consider still live matters in this state- 
ment you are going to make. And then we can add to it what new 
items we put in, and then we can judge from that how much money 
you ought to have. 

But it is very confusing, especially in conference and on the floor 
of the Senate, and it is not very well understood. I am among those 
who do not understand it too well. 

Is there anything else you want to say on that now ? 

General Dreyer. No, sir. 

Senator Srennis. Have I made clear this statement that I want you 
ut in the record ? 

eneral Dreyer. Yes, sir. 

(The information referred to follows :) 
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DISTRIBUTION OF UNOBLIGATED BALANCES 







Unobligated balances, as of June 30, 1959, are estimated to be $387,601,056. 
These funds will be needed to complete construction of projects previously ap- 
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proved by the Appropriations Committees. Application of these funds will be as 
eae June 80,1959, 
estimated 


(a) Major construction ($360, 601, 056) 
1. Apportioned but unobligated 860. 601. 056 
2. Cost to complete going work 2270, 000, 000 
(b) Minor new construction (1, 000, 000) 
(c) Planning. (22, 000, 000) 
(d) Support (4, 000, 000) 
1. Access roads 
2. Family housing 
3. Miscellaneous 
(e) Unapportioned 


Gross unobligated balance 
(7) Reserve construction (transferred) 


Net unobligated balance 
2 Amount included in item (a@)1. 


UNOBLIGATED BALANCES NOT AVAILABLE FOR FISCAL YEAR 1960 PROGRAM 


1. As indicated in (a) above, the carryover of unobligated balances will be 
required for the following purposes: 


(a) To finance the award of contracts for specific projects which were 
funded to the construction agencies in fiscal year 1959 but which will not be 
awarded until fiscal year 1960. 

(b) To finance Government costs related to the supervision of construc- 
tion contracts by the Corps of Engineers and the Bureau of Yards and 
Docks. These costs are obligated as payrolls are made up and paid. 

(c) To finance contingencies on individual construction projects which 
are certain to occur in any construction program of the magnitude of the 
Air Force programs. 


2. It is anticipated that the major portion of these estimated unobligated 
balances will be obligated prior to congressional approval of any new projects 
under the fiscal year 1960 “Military construction” appropriation program. 

3. Finally, the Air Force feels that the carryover of a unobligated balance in 
the approximate amount of $387 million is the lowest practicable amount for a 
program of this magnitude. 


RELOCATION OF RADIO DIRECTION FINDING STATION 


Senator Stennis. Thank you very much. 

All right, let us proceed now. We were on page 320. 

Colonel Parkutty. We have six items. The first is the relocation 
of a radio direction finding station. This is a navigational aid. For 
technical reasons concerning flying safety we wish to move it to a 
new location. The following five items are repetitive type: Aircraft 
weapons calibration shelter, aircraft maintenance field shop, engine 
inspection repair shop, armament and electronics shop, and ammo 
storage. 

Senator Stennis. Allright. The next item. 

Colonel Parkutty. Page 327, Dyess Air Force Base, Tex. We 
have two items here: First, the repetitive-type lighting approach. 

Senator Stennis. I think we can move on. 


ELLswortH Arm Force Base 


Colonel Parkuitit. Page 329, Ellsworth Air Force Base, S. Dak. 
We wish to rehabilitate the primary runway. This provides 100-foot 
center strips in two sections of the runway that are failing and tying 
these in with a leveling course. 
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The next item is the repetitive-type aircraft weapons calibration 
shelter. It involves modification of an aircraft maintenance dock to 
provide shelter for this purpose. 

Senator Stennis. The next item? 


FAIRCHILD AIR FoRCE BASE, WASH. 


Colonel Parkuiy. Page 332, Fairchild Air Force Base, Wash. 
We have one item. This is a telephone duct facility to provide for 
underground communication ducts from the communication center 
to the microwave relay site and the missile sites. 

Senator Stennis. The Next item? 


Forses Ark Force Base, KAns. 


Colonel Parxutty. Forbes Air Force Base, Kans., page 334. We 
have two repetitive-type items: Runway overrun and lighting 
approach. 

enator Stennis. All right. 


Francis E. WARREN BASE, Wyo. 


Colonel Parkuity. Page 337, Francis E. Warren. We have six 
items here in support of the ATLAS program. These are a little 
different, Mr. Chairman. They are mainly rehabilitation and modi- 
fication of existing buildings to provide administrative facilities and 
dormitory and dining facilities for the airmen. 

Senator Stennis. That is because of your ICBM? 

Colonel Parkuty. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Do you not have more of a building program for 
personnel than this? I am surprised that it is not more. 

General Dreyer. This is an existing base, as you know, sir, and fits 
in with our pattern of sighting our missile facilities adjacent to sup- 
porting bases that are in existence. We find that we have to rehabili- 
tate and modify some facilities to give support. 

Senator Stennis. The next item! 


Griascow AtR Force Base, Mont. 


Colonel Parkuty. Page 344, Glasgow Air Force Base, Mont. We 
have 11 items supporting the heavy bomb mission. 

The first item is to relocate a radio navigational aid to a point 5 to 7 
miles off the approach end of the runway. The next five items are 
repetitive: Aircraft calibration; shelter; aircraft field maintenance 
i armament and electronics shop; and ground power equipment 
shop. 

The next item provides for an increase to the aviation fuel storage. 
We require 70,000 barrels. We have 45,000. The request for 25,000 
will substantially fulfill our requirement. The next item is a repetitive 
type: ammo storage. Then we have a dormitory for airmen, 200 men. 

Next we have an exchange cafeteria snackbar addition. This will 
provide for the noon meal for the civilians that work on the base. 
The last item is water supply addition. This involves increasing the 
pumping capacity and the construction of a treatment plant. 

Senator Stennis. How far is this from the Canadian line? 
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General Curran. It isclose by. 

Senator Stennis. It has been in operation there a long time. Why 
do you have to build this additional dormitory for airmen? 

neral Curran. Mr. Chairman, at Glasgow, through the 1958 

supplemental program, we were given the authority to construct facili- 
ties required for newly assigned B52-K135 missions. The addition of 
these missions, of course, created the need for a considerable amount 
of additional facilities. These dormitories are essentially to fulfill 
that requirement. In other words, an additional mission. 

Senator Stennis. I had some recollection about that, but I was not 
certain. 

Let us go to the next one. 


HomeEstTeap Alr Force BAsE, FLA. 


Colonel Parxuty. Page 357, Homestead Air Force Base, Fla. We 
have seven items here to convert the base from a B47 to a B52 mission. 
The first item is a runway primary. We wish to widen this runway 
from 200 to 300 feet to construct duty ends on the runway, and to 
connect them with a heavy duty keel. The next item is repetitive: 
runway overruns for both ends. 

Then we wish to strengthen the taxiway access. This will 
strengthen the center 50 feet of the taxi lane along the edge of the 
parking apron. The next item will strengthen the center 50 feet 
of the access taxiways from the main apron to the runway ends. The 
next item is for blast deflectors for the B-52’s and the KC-135’s. The 
airfield lighting item is to replace, or, rather, move the main runway 
lighting system in connection with the runway widening project. 


The last item is pees lighting approach. 


Senator Stennis. right. 

Colonel Jackson. I would like to mention something here if I 
may. I thinkit is worthy of note. 

nsec Stennis. All right. 


CONVERSION OF BASES 


Colonel Jackson. This is the first base we have run into this pro- 

am which we are proposing to convert from a B-47 or medium 

mber capability to B-52. A recent change in the force structure 
requires additional dispersal bases. We have been provided through 
previous programs the authority to go up to 33. 

Senator Stennis. To go up to what ? 

Colonel Jackson. Thirty-three bases. The recent change in force 
requires additional dispersal bases. This program here has four such 
bases in it. This is the first one, as I mentioned, that we have re- 
viewed. 

I think it should be highlighted and I think it is a rather fa- 
vorable thing here that we are able to convert these B-47 bases as 
cheaply as we are proposing in this particular case. 

Senator Stennis. Will this complete the job of it ? 

Colonel Jackson. Insofar as conversion is concerned and insofar 
as we can see it now, Mr. Chairman, it will. 

You may recall that the costs of the other dispersal bases were 
considerably higher than this. The bases involved in this additional 





MILITARY CONSTRUCTION APPROPRIATIUNS, 1960 435 


dispersal program are Homestead, McCoy, Shilling, and Larson Air 
Force Bases. 


Some of the others are considerably cheaper than this, as a matter 
of fact. 

We are pleased that we are able to get these conversions for this 
relatively small amount of money. 

Senator Stennis. I am glad you called my attention to that be- 
cause I really had not caught that. I did not know what that ex- 
pansion was. 

You have four in this book along that line? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

McCoy, which we will soon hit. Then we will have one at Schilling, 
and one at Larson. At Larson we are able to get by for less than 
a million dollars. 

Senator Stennis. This blast deflector is just the exhaust being taken 
care of ; is it not? 

Colonel Parkutiu. Yes, sir. 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman, if you are interested I have a 
picture of one here. 

Senator Stennis. Yes, I have seen them before. 

General Dreyer. This will permit us to park the aircraft much 
closer together than would otherwise be possible on the apron. 

Senator Stennis. The next item. 


Larson Arr Force BAse, WASH. 


Colonel Parxuity. Page 365, Larson Air Force Base. This is 
the second of the four bases we are talking about that we wish to 
convert for B-52 operation. 

The first item is the taxi runway access. This involves shoulder 
stabilization of the existing taxiway and the construction of blast 
deflectors. The total bill here is $468,000. 

Senator Stennis. Will that finish the job? 

Colonel Jackson. Substantially, Mr. Chairman, as far as we can 
see now. It will provide the essential facilities for B-52 operation. 

Senator Stennis. If it will support a B-52, of course, it will sup- 
port a B-58. 

Colonel Jackson. That is correct. 

Senator Stennis. What else do you have coming now that it might 
not support ? 

Colonel Jackson. The aircraft that are in the future, that we can 
see now, we feel can operate from a B-52 standard without requiring 
significant construction effort. 


LINCOLN AND LITTLE Rock BASES 


Senator Stennis. All right, 368, Lincoln Air Force Base. I think 


I understand that one. Also 370, Little Rock Air Force Base. The 
same with 372. 


What about 374? 

_Colonel Parxutin. We have first a repetitive type item; shelter 
aircraft weapons calibration. The second is a warehouse. 

Senator Stennis. Why do you need the warehouse ? 
_ Colonel Parkin. Most of the warehousing, 115,000 square feet, 
is of wood frame built in 1941 and it is termite infested. This re- 
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uirement for 81,000 feet will fill part of the deficiency and will allow 
or approximately 40,000 square-feet of replacement. 
Senator Stennis. They do not have termites in Florida, do they? 
I know I cannot keep termites out of my house, but I thought the 
Air Force knew how to keep termites out of their buildings. 
General Dreyer. Actually, sir, these old structures built in World 
War II in most instances had termite shields on them, but apparently 
even then it did not keep them out. That is the way we designed 
them at any rate. 
Senator Srennis. Well, termites will eat up the shields. They 


> 
All right, the next item. 
MALM.:TROM AIR Force Base, Mont. 


Colonel Parkuity. Page 377, Malmstrom Air Force Base, Mont. 
Three repetitive type items. 

Senator Srennis. That is another one of your borderline stations 
up there. 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Where is that? Great Falls? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Srennis. I have been to this one. It seems to me you need 
- spend more money there than you are. You have a lot of old stuff 
there. 

General Dreyer. Yes, sir; I have seen that, too, Mr. Chairman. It 
is just that we need other things worse. I think that is the sum and 
substance of it. 

Senator Stennis. The next item. 


MarcH Arr Force BAsE, CALIF. 


Colonel Parkuiiy. The next item is page 381, March Air Force 
Base, Calif. We have one item here. That is the hardened under- 
ground combat operations center for the 15th Air Force. 

Senator Stennis. Do you want to go into that further? 

Colonel Parkuity. We can take that up in the classified portion, sir. 

Senator Stennis. The next item. 


McConneLL Base, Kans. 


Colonel Parkuiiy. Page 383, McConnell Air Force Base, Kans., 
two repetitive type items; overruns for the runway and lighting 
approach. 

enator Stennis. The next item? 


McCoy Basg, Fra. 


Colonel Parxutitt. McCoy Air Force Base, page 386, Fla. This is 
the third of the four bases that we are converting for the B-52’s. We 
have 13 items. The first one is concerned with widening the existing 
runway and rebuilding the concrete ends and laying a 75-foot keel 
down the center line. The second item is a runway overrun, repetitive 
type. Then we wish to strengthen the taxilane on the operational 
apron and strengthen the center sections of the access taxiways. The 
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next item is for blast deflectors for the B-52’s and the KC135’s. Then 
we wish to relocate our instrument landing system glide slope trans- 
mitter. This ties in with the new runway work. The next item is 
airfield lighting modification. This also relates to the new runway 
work. The next is a repetitive type; lighting approach. Then we 
have an item for the Air Defense Command fighter interceptors. 
That is an alert hangar, four-pocket hanger, including taxiway. 

Senator Stennis. What does that mean, alert hangar. 

Colonel Parxuiu. That is the place where the fighter interceptors 
are kept on alert ready to go on short notice. 

The crews and aircraft are all ready to take off. 

The next item is also for ADC. It is a repetitive type aircraft 
weapons calibration shelter. Then another ADC item, that is stor- 
age for the rockets. 

The next two items are for electric distribution facilities in support 
of the ADC mission. 

Senator Stennis. All right. It seems like you have a rather com- 
plete setup, but it does not run into such huge money. 


MounTAIn Home Arr Base, IDAHO 


Colonel Parkxutty. The next item is Mountain Home Air Force 
Base. We have one repetitive type item; the lighting approach. Then 
we have a requirement for a dormitory. Here, again, we find theater 
of operations type structures we wish to replace. This item will re- 
place these buildings that are not economical to maintain. 

Senator Stennis. Mountain Home is in Idaho? 

Colonel ParKHILL. Yes, sir. 

Colonel Jackson. These are actually the tarpaper type of dormi- 
tory. 

am Stennis. All right, Mr. Clerk, put a flag on that. 

The next item. 


Orrutt Arr Bask, NEsR. 


Colonel Parkuityu. Page 403, Offut Air Force Base, Nebr. We 
have eight items here to support the KC-135 squadron. 

The first item is to extend the runway 1,000 feet to bring it up to 
the 11,000 feet required by the tankers. 

Senator Stennis. This is headquarters at Offutt ? 

Colonel Parkuiity. Headquarters of Strategic Air Command is 
located there. Wealso havea tactical unit, the tankers. 

Senator Stennis. Isthat what your runway is for? 

Colonel Parxuttu. Yes, sir; this is for the tactical mission. 

Senator Stennis. Is that a new mission? 

Colonel Parkuitu. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Proceed. 

Colonel Parkuiu. The next item is an access taxiway from the 
end of the runway to the apron alert. The third item being the new 
alert apron required to park the seven alert tankers. 

Senator Stennis. That is still part of your new assignment? 

Colonel Parxuiiy. That is right; it is part of the tactical mission. 
Seven tankers are required to be on alert. 

Senator Stennis. Is the squadron there for the protection of this 
particular installation ? 
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Colonel Parkin. No, sir; these are the tankers for refueling 
heavy bombers. 
aad Srennis. I thought you said you had a new fighter mission 

ere 

Colonel Parxum.. No, sir; tanker mission. The next item is a 
warm-up holding pad. This ties in with the new taxiway. 

Senator Srennis. Do you have fighters there? 

Colonel] Parxum. No, sir. The two main missions are the com- 
— headquarters and the tactical mission, the tanker, the KC-135 
tankers. 

General Dreyer. No bombers go with these tankers here sir. These 
are just the tankers themselves. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

Colonel Parxuiu. The next item is a globecom receiver addition. 
This is 30 miles away from Offutt at Elkhorn. It provides for dormi- 
tory space and equipment space for 38 men. The next item is a repeti- 
tive-type lighting approach; a standard item. We also have utilities 
that go with the general construction program at the base. The last 
item is a land easement to put in storm drainage on the airfield proper. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 


Pease Arr Force BASE, N.H. 


Colonel Parxumu. Page 412, Pease Air Force Base, N.H. 

Senator Stennis. That will fix you up at Offut, will it not? You 
are not planning anything else there ? 

Colonel Parxuiy. That takes care of that mission. 

Colonel Jackson. These are the main essential items as Colonel 
Parkhill said, to take care of the tanker mission scheduled for Offutt. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

ae ParKuiLL. Pease, 412, we have one repetitive item ; lighting 
approach. 

; enator Stennis. What page is that? 
Colonel Parkumu. Page 412, sir. 
Senator Stennis. The next item. 


PLATTSBURGH, N.Y. 


Colonel Parxumu. The next item is page 414. Plattsburgh, N.Y., 
two repetitive-type items, runway overrun and lighting approach. 

Senator Stennis. Those are your standard items ? 

Colonel Parkunu. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. The next item? 


RicHarp Bone Arr Force BAsE, WIs. 


Colonel Parkum. Page 417, Richard Bong Air Force Base, Wis. 
Here we have 46 items totaling $20,838,000 to prepare the base for the 
B-58 mission. 

Senator Stennis. What is it now? 

Colonel Jackson. This is a new base, Mr. Chairman. It is in the 
rocess of being constructed. This is the third major increment of 
acilities which Row been requested. 

Senator Stennis. How far is this from the border there? 
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Colonel Jackson. It is somewhere between 100 and 200 miles, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Senator Stennis. It is one of those that is reasonably close by ? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir; it is one of the northern bases, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Is it occupied now ? 

Colonel Jackson. No, Mr. Chairman; it might be well to give you 
a little of the programing history on this particular installation. We 
began our major increment of construction programing in fiscal year 
1958. In fiscal year 1958 we asked for and were granted authority of 
approximately $23.8 milion. 

= fiscal year 1959 we had another major increment of around $18 
million. 

Those two increments, together with this one that you see here, will 
place the base in operation and enable it to receive the scheduled B-58. 

Senator Stennis. I see now. I did not recognize this one by name. 

Colonel Jackson. This is the old Kalkaska-Manitee(?) proposition. 

Senator Stennis. These are the utmost in your standard facilities 
and installations ? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir; standard type items. 

- The earlier programs, as you would imagine, provided the longer 
lead time items, the runways, pavements, and so on. 

Senator Stennis. What are you going to have at this place? 

Colonel Jackson. B-58. 

General Dreyer. This will be a full wing base, not just a squadron, 
but a full wing. 

Senator Srennis. One further question: How much do you think 
it will take to wind the job up completely ? 

Colonel Jackson. As I mentioned, this increment, together with the 
previous two, will place the base in operation and give them the 
essential items that they will need. 

Senator Stennis. This one will, itself? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 


EXPANSION PROGRAM 


Senator Srennis. So in these future years you have $26 million 
listed here that would be some expansion program. 

Colonel Jackson. Well, it is like so many of our bases, Mr. Chair- 
man, you come up with a master plan showing all of the facilities you 
would like to have. Many of them you can never hope to obtain. 
Some of this cost, of course, would be in that nature. 

These increments we have here will provide the essential items. 

Senator Srennis. The next item ? 


SCHILLING AIR FORCE BASE, KANS. 


Colonel Parxumu. Page 466, Schilling Air Force Base, Kans. 
This is the last of the four bases that we are converting to B-52’s in 
this program. We have five items. The first is an airfield pavement 
rehabilitation. It provides for selective strengthening of parts of 
the main runway and taxiway, and rehabilitation of the crosswind 
runway. The next item concerns the primary runway, widens it from 
200 to 300 feet. The next item provides overruns. The next item 
provides stabilized shoulders on the taxiway. We also have blast 
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deflectors for the B-52’s and KC-135’s. The last item is the reloca- 
tion of the high-intensity airfield lighting along the main runway. 

Senator Stennis. You are having your conference down at Quan- 
tico this weekend, are you not? 

General Dreyer. 1 believe so, Mr. Chairman. I think some of the 
Secretaries are down there today, sir. 

Senator Stennis. ‘This is the standard equipment you need for 
Schilling? 

Colonel Parkni.. Yes, ‘sir; converted for use by the heavy 
bombers. 

Senator Stennis. The next item. 


TuRNER Ark Force BassE, Ga. 


Colonel Parkumy. Page 472, Turner Air Force Base, Ga. We 
have five items here supporting the heavy bomb mission and the recon- 
naissance mission. ‘The first is the repetitive type item, instrument 
landing system facility. The second is the photographic laboratory. 
This is required to support the three squadrons of mapping and chart- 
ing aircraft. The third item would be procurement and erection of 
a dock for the maintenance of the mapping aircraft. Then the next 
item is repetitive type; ground power equipment shop. The last item 
is a chapel annex. They are presently using substandard borrowed 
space. They expect quite an increase in the number of children with 
the construction of the family housing. This will provide for Sunday 
school and the usual religious activities. 

Senator Stennis. All right, the next item. 


VANDENBERG BASE, CALIF. 


Colonel Parxumu. Page 478, Vandenberg Air Force Base, Calif. 
We have two items here. 

Senator Stennis. Just a minute. This $600,000 item on Turner at 
page 472, what is that dock AC maintenance ? 

olonel Parkum.. Those are the maintenance medium docks, 
medium aircraft docks for the RB-50’s and RB-130 type of aircraft 
that are in this charting and mapping activity. 

Senator Stennis. You mean aerial mapping? 

Colonel Parkut. Yes, sir; aerial mapping. 

Senator Stennis. The next item? 

Colonel Parxutiy. 478, Vandenberg Air Force Base, Calif. Two 
items. The first is the repetitive type; instrument landing system. 
The second is for the purchase of new land, 73 acres. This is re- 
quired for security reasons. 

Senator Stennis. Are you going to get 73 acres of land for $26,000. 

Colonel Parkumu. As I understand it, sir, it is out on the beach. 
It is now used asa park. It is an excellent vantage point from which 
to observe the missile sites. 

Senator Stennis. I do not see how you can get it for such a small 
amount of money, relatively. 

Colonel Yates. Yes, sir; we will get the land at that price. 

Senator Srennts. There is something the matter with it, or you 
would not get it for that. 


WALKER Base, N. MEx. 


Colonel Parxumu. Page 481, Walker Air Force Base, N. Mex. 
We have three items. The first two are repetitive types; runway 
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overrun and lighting approach. The next item, the third and last 
item, is hazard removal. This involves filling ditches and depressions 
on the northeast end of the runway and also relocation of an over- 
head electric distribution line. This is purely a flying safety im- 
provement item. 

Senator Stennis. Proceed. 


WHITEMAN Arm Force Bass, Mo. 


Colonel Parxuiity. The next project is page 485, Whiteman Air 
Force Base, Mo. We have one item, repetitive type; lighting ap- 
proach. 

Senator Stennis. The next item. 


WoukRTSMITH Arr Force Base, MIcH. 


Colonel Parkuiy. Page 487, Wurtsmith Air Force Base, Mich. 
We have eight items in support of the B-52 mission. The first is a 
rapcon center, that is a repetitive type item. 

hen we have aircraft maintenance field shop and aircraft engine 
inspection and repair shop, another repetitive item. Next we have 
a storage base aviation fuel. We are requesting 15,000 barrel storage 
here. 

The next item is a repetitive type; ammo’ storage. Then we are 
requesting additional warehouse space. We have 76,000 square feet. 
We require 127,000. 

Senator Stennis. What page is that on? 

Colonel Parxuiu. That is page 487. 

Senator Stennis. Let us look at that. That is a mighty small 
warehouse. 

Colonel Parxuiuy. Yes, sir; it is just a part of what we need. 

Senator Stennis. What are your utilities there? 

Colonel Parxutiu. Well, they are generally extensions to serve 
the projects in this program, water mains, electric distribution lines, 
sewage lines, roads. 

Senator Stennis. Proceed. 

Colonel Parkuiw1. The heating plant modification is a 1,000- 
horsepower addition to the central heating plant required to serve 
the projects in this program. 

Senator Stennis. The next item ? 


TACTICAL AIR COMMAND 


Colonel Parkuiy. That completes SAC. We now have the Tac- 
tical Air Command. We have projects at 10 bases totaling $14,280,000. 
The first one is page 497, “Cannon Air Force Base, N. Mex.”—two 
repetitive type items. 

Senator Stennis. The next item. 


Bneianp Ark Force Base, La. 


Colonel Parkum. Page 499, “England Air Force Base, La.” We 

ts six items. The first is a repetitive type instrument landing system 
acility. 

Then we have, in support of the ADC mission, an alert hangar for 

four aircraft. We have ammo storage for the air defense mission, 
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electric outlets on the ramp—also in support of fighter mission. The 
last item is an armament electronic shop. 

Senator Stennis. That storage ammunition—is that air defense? 

Colonel Parkumu. Yes, sir; this provides for the assembly of the 
weapons, storage, and security. 

Senator Stennis. You mean weapons that go onthe fighters? 

Colonel Parkut. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. It seems that a million dollars is a lot of money 
for an installation of that kind? 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman, this is quite a complex facility. 
It involves about four magazines similar to the type that General 
Curtin showed yesterday on the chart. 

You will recall the big horse stall type of structure. It also involves 
a rather large assembly and ieciosuk iatitinn 

Of course, involved, also, is the security fence around the facility 
to completely enclose it. It is a relatively large complex of facilities. 

Senator Srennis. Allright. The next item. 


Georce Alr Force Base 


Colonel Parxutiu. The next item is “George Air Force Base”—— 

Senator Srennis. Another one of your hospitals. Anything special 
on that hospital in addition to what we already have had? 

Colonel Carmicnae.. No, sir; this is a standard building, Mr. 
Chairman. That is astandard building. 

Senator Stennis. The next item. 


Lanetey Atr Force Base 


Colonel Parkumu. “Langley Air Force Base,” four items. The 
first is repetitive; aircraft weapons calibration shelter in support of 
the Air Defense Command mission. 

The next two items are for four docks to provide maintenance for 
the KB50’s. They are the medium-size tankers in support of Tactical 
Air Command mission. 

Senator Stennis. Public Law 685 was last year’s public law. 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

Colonel Parxumu. The last item is “Ammo storage, air defense.” 

Senator Stennis. That is your standard installation for this pur- 

Colonel Parxui. Yes, sir. 

Senator Srennis. The next item. 


MyrtTte Beacn, §.C. 


Colonel Parkum. Page 509, “Myrtle Beach Air Force Base.” We 
have a standard repetitive type item: Aircraft engine inspection and 
repair shop. This is an addition. 

Senator Stennis. The next item. 


Netuis Base, Nev. 


Colonel Parkumu. Page 510A, “Nellis Air Force Base, Nev.” We 
have two items. The first is replacement of the end of the parallel 
runway—a thousand feet on the northeast end. 
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Senator Stennis. I thought a runway of a thousand feet cost more 
than that. 

Colonel Parxuitu. This is just replacing the end of the runway 
where the jets have damaged the bituminous surface. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

Colonel Parkumu. The next item is also replacing a thousand feet 
on the northeast end of the primary runway. It is a similar item. 

Senator Srennis. What does that priority listing mean? Just what 
itsays? Is that your list for this year? 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman, our guidance on setting up the 
priority was something along this line: We were asked to take 75 per- 
cent of our program and put it in what was called group 1, and within 
group 1 everything was considered to be of equal priority. 

Now, the balance of the program we were required to arrange nu- 
merically from one to however many items we had. This number, you 
- here, indicates that it is a group 2 item. It is 486, 487, down the 

ist. 


SewarT Base, TENN, 


Senator Stennis. All right, that is helpful to us. Go ahead. 
Colonel Parkuiy. Page 511, “Sewart Air Force Base, Tenn.” We 
have two items here—a maintenance dock. We are requesting seven. 
This is required to perform the aircraft maintenance function. 
Senator Stennis. I do not know where you got that term. It is 
a Navy term—but as I understand it, it is one of those places where 
— “ plane in and the men work on it right there on the base; 
is that it 


Colonel Jackson. You could liken it to a hangar, except it is a 
more simple structure and it is normally configured to fit the front 
portion of the aircraft. The aircraft is moved inside the dock. 


MAINTENANCE DOCKS 


General Dreyer. Some of these docks will fully enclose the aircraft; 
in some of them the tails stick out. But they can be taken out of the 
weather. Normally, they build a sort of scaffolding around the air- 
planes so the men can work on them. 

Actually, it is like a ship in the dock. That is where it got its 
name. I can’t conceive it any other way. It is like a small hangar. 
We use this term to differentiate between a hangar and our docks, 
which is a smaller type. 

Senator Stennis. Why do you have to have hangars at all except 
the highly exceptional places? 

Colonel Jackson. We normally would provide hangars at places 
where we have a wide number of different types of aircraft where 
you can put the different types, fully enclose them in the hangar. 

Where we have conditions where the aircraft type at that particular 
base is pretty standard then we would normally put in a dock where 
the dock fits that type of aircraft. 

Senator Stennis. This dock at Sewart, the first one, must be a 
considerable setup in itself, a quarter of a million dollars? 

Colonel Jackson. That is seven docks, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Srennts. Do you scatter them around over the base? 
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Colonel Jackson. They are not normally scattered too much. They 
are normally sited off the main parking apron, usually put side by 
side, 50 to 100 feet separation. 

Senator Stennis. You don’t want them very large. You want 
them so they can get around them? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir; they normally fit the aircraft. 

General Dreyer. In many instances we put them right on existing 

arking apron because we have enough parking space to start with. 
his is considered a parking space at the same time it is considered 
a maintenance space. 

Where we did not have enough parking space, we put them adjacent 
to the parking apron. 

Senator Stennis. You are getting seven of them for the two million 
two? 

General Dreyer. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. The next item. 


SEYMOUR-JOHNSON AIR F'oRcE BASE 


Colonel Parxuity. “Seymour-Johnson AFB,” page 513. Here we 
have 10 items supporting the air defense command mission, the SAC 
mission and the TAC mission. 

_ The first is repetitive type; aircraft weapons calibration shelter. 
Another repetitive type; engine inspection and repair shop. The third 
is a repetitive type; armament and electronics. A fourth; storage 
ammo base. 

The fifth item is the requirement for airmen dormitory, 400 men. 
This fills an existing deficiency. We have a dining hall, airmen, to 
provide for 600 men. 

For water supply we require 2 million gallons per day, 900,000 
exists. This also provides for five wells and rehabilitation of the 
pumping, distribution, and storage system. 

The next item is the addition to the base communications. . We also 
have a shop ground power equipment, that is repetitive type. 

The last item is officers quarters for 20 bachelor officers. | 

Senator Stennis. How much will that cost per man ? 

Colonel Jackson. $8,200 per man, Mr. Chairman. That is a little 
bit below the congressional limit. 

Senator Stennis. What is the limit? 

Colonel Jackson. $8,500. 

Senator Srennis. All right, the next item. 


SHaAw Bass, S.C. 


Colonel Parxkuit.. 521, “Shaw Air Force Base.” This is in South 
Carolina. We have one item, two maintenance docks. We require 
six. This request would provide for one-third of the requirements. 

Senator Stennis. Proceed. 


WILLIAMS BASE, ARIZ. 


Colonel Parkuii. Page 523, “Williams Air Force Base, Ariz.” 
We have one item here. It is for base communications space. We 
just don’t have enough space here. 

The request is for 4,581 square feet. 
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Senator Stennis. That is all right. 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman, that will complete volume.3. 
Volume 4 is next. We are prepared to go whead with that, if you 
like. 

Senator Stennis. I am ready, yes, sir. 

Colonel Jackson. I would like to mention, Mr. Chairman, that 
the first portion of volume 4 has to do with our Zone of Interior A.C. 
& W. setup. Now, the items that are in this particular section are 
extremely repetitive. . They repeat a number of times throughout. 
They are the same items for the same purpose and so on. 

We have a summary presentation here for you, which will ex- 
pedite our review. 

Senator Stennis. Let us have it. I like your way of presenting 
it here. 

With respect to the Arnold Engineering Development Center, you 
run that yourself; it is all Government owned, is it not ? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

General Dreyer. There may be some contractors working on the 
base, sir. I don’t know that. I would have to check it. 

Senator Stennis. This is a Government owned oufit ? 

General Dreyer. Yes, sir; it belong to us. 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman, if I may, I will try to handle this 
from back here. This first chart here attempts to summarize for you 
the concepts and objectives that we are attempting to attain by vir- 
tue of the funds that we are requesting in the A.C. & W. section. 

The objectives and concepts are as shown. First of all, funds we 
are requesting would provide facilities to house the high capacity 
transistorized electronic computers for the supercombat centers. 

Two, would be the continuation of our radar improvement pro- 

ram, 

Three, the provision of facilities to tie the existing A.C. & W. sites, 
that is the sites that exist today, in our SAGE system. 

Four would be the continuation of our gap filler program which 
has been underway for a number of years now. 

Fifth and finally, would be a small amount of support facilities 
for A.C. & W. sites. 

Now, the next chart breaks down the various concepts and objec- 
tives and shows you the amount of money we are requesting in this 
program against those concepts and objectives. 


SAGE PROGRAM 


First of all, there is the SAGE program. This would involve 
eight locations at $57,300,000. 

Secondly, the radar improvement concept which I mentioned would 
be $20 million. 

Third, the SAGE tie-in with the existing A.C. & W. sites. There 
are really three facilities involved here, actually four, the ground, air 
transmitter building which General Curtin showed a picture of, at 37 
locations. . 

The additions to the operations buildings at the A.C. & W. sites at 
22 locations and the provision of Seaward communications at 2 lo- 
cations. 

Then there isa gap filler program for $2,280,000. 
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SUPPORT FACILITIES 


Finally support facilities. In the support facilities category, Mr. 
Chairman, there would be family housing for four locations, DEW 
line logistical support at 2 locations, and these are in Alaska and hence 
we consider them a part of the U.S. A.C, & W. system now, and at one 
other location there is a small support facility. 
Those total $3,046,000. Bringing them the total of our A.C. & W. 
uest in this book before you, to $95,803,000. 
enator Stennis. Will these support facilities pretty well fill out 
your needs? 
Colonel Jackson. These are the most urgent needs. 
Again this is a phased program as are so many of our programs and 
requests. Taking the family housing, for instance, for the past 3 to 4 
ears to my knowledge we have been attempting to program family 
ousing, that is 27 units, at our A.C. & W. stations, trying to take the 
most critical first and coming on down until we ould complete the 
full requirement. 


FUNCTIONS OF SAGE PROGRAM 


Senator Stennis. This SAGE rion now supplies your fighters, 
BOMARCS, and then it ties in in what other way , 

Colonel Jackson. Essentially that is it, Mr. Chairman. It pro- 
vides the capability to fight the manned interceptor and the unmanned 
interceptor missile. 

General Dreyer. I think there is one point that has been overlooked 
in our previous discussions on this subject and that is the fact that 
this system will also permit identification of our own aircraft so that 
our own aircraft, particularly SAC, can move through at the same 
time the air battle is going on, safely. 

Senator Stennis. Without getting into that too far, that last point 
you ere is one of the superior points in this SAGE system, is 
1t not 

General Dreyer. Yes, sir; the number of tracks that can be put 
into the system at one time will permit that type of operation which 
the manual system could not accomplish. 

Senator aes. The NIKE system does not have that distin- 
guishing feature, does it? 

General Dreyer. I am afraid I don’t know, Mr. Chairman. 

Colonel Mitter. The NIKE system is compatible with SAGE in 
that the SAGE system can give targets and tell NIKE where to shoot, 
zo NIKE cannot do this in reverse or handle air traffic control prob- 

ems, 

Senator Stennis. Does NIKE have the distinguishing feature about 
identification of the different aircraft ? 

Colonel MILLER. No, sir; all identification is done by SAGE 
and the NIKE people are told what targets are hostile. 

Senator Stennis. Is that part of the normal operations of the 
NIKE-SAGE tie-in now? 

— Miter. SAGE you understand, sir, is under Norad Com- 
mand. 

Senator Stennis. It is all under Norad. NIKE is too, is it not? 

Colonel Mituer. Yes, sir; but the SAGE division commanders and 
direction center commanders are the people who are directing the 
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air battle. This SAGE system gives them the information they need 
and tells them where their weapons are, how ready they are; it tells 
them where they can intercept and gives them the means of con- 
trolling the air battle which we have not had before to the extent 
necessary. 

In this sense they are controlling NIKE. 


OPERATIONAL STATUS 


Senator Stennis. Is that part of SAGE that you have just been 
describing already in operation ? 

Colonel Miuuer. Yes, sir; it is not completely in operation, you 
understand. 

Senator Stennis. Wait a minute, now. I asked you if it is already 
in operation ? 

Colonel Miter. It is in operation; yes, sir, but nationwide it is 
not in operation. The SAGE at McGuire AFB, the New York sector, 
is one now in operation. 

oe Stennis. When will it be in operation on a nationwide 
basis 

Colonel Mutter. I will have to check the exact date, Mr. Chairman. 
I think that would be classified. 

General Dreyer. We may be in a little bit of classified information. 

Senator Stennis. I do not want to ask any catch questions. I did 
not know how far along you were. We will defer on that. All 
right, proceed, Colonel. 


RADAR IMPROVEMENT 


Colonel Jackson. All right, if I may go to the next chart. This 
next chart takes the radar improvement or frequency diversity pro- 
gram and gives you some details on what we are proposing to do. 

Now, this appears as a single line item in the book in front of you, 
$20 million. re is intended that that $20 million will provide for 
improvement to our radar system at the locations and providing the 
types of radars which you see on that chart. 

I have a statement here regarding the need for this frequency di- 
versity if you would like me to go into that for the record. 

I will be happy to do so. 

Senator Stennis. Excuse me a minute. I know that is a good 
statement, but I am saturated with statements. 

Colonel Jackson. May I put that in the record ? 

Senator Stennis. Just put that in the record. If you are going to 
have your system these radars are necessary. 

Colonel Jackson. Absolutely. It will provide additional altitude 
capability and just as important the capability to prevent jamming 
of our radars by any enemy bomber or any other thing that might 
attempt to penetrate our defense. 

(The statement referred to follows :) 


RADAR IMPROVEMENT (FREQUENCY DIVERSITY) 


The race between world powers for higher performance weapon systems con- 
tinues at a pace limited only by the frontiers of research and development. The 
posture for air defense must be continuously advanced at a like pace. Action 
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to transform engineering developments into operational environments must be 
accelerated to the maximum within the parameters permitted by the state of the 
art and economic considerations. The Air Force has a long-range radar 1m- 
provement program to provide the maximum in target detection capability to 
the air defense weapon systems environment. The program provides for re 
placement of some existing low power radars with higher power radars. It pro- 
vides for multiple radars, operating on different frequencies, to gain the ad- 
vantages of frequency diversity operation. The radars are situated in a config- 
uration to afford defense in depth, and to move the air battle as far forward 
of the target area as possible. All these radar improvements are directed toward 
the objectives of higher altitude coverage, greater range of coverage, more ac- 
curacy in detection, more precise weapons control, and maximum resistance to 
enemy interdiction of our air defense systems. 

The fiscal 1960 military construction program includes $20 million for the 
second increment of this radar improvement program. The initial increment 
was contained in the fiscal year 1959 construction program. The requested con- 
struction in fiscal year 1960 will consist of radar towers, electric power, and 
utilities. 

AIR BREATHING THREAT 


Senator Stennis. Is this entire system limited to manned bomber 
threat ? 

Colonel Jackson. The air breathing threat, Mr. Chairman, which 
would include the manned bomber and the air breathing type missile. 
Senator Stennis. Is the HOUND DOG an air breathing type? 

Colonel Jackson. You could look at it that way, Mr. Chairman. I 
was thinking more of the SNARK type of missile rather than the 
HOUND DOG. 

Of course, we consider the HOUND DOG to be part of the manned 
fleet because it is launched by a manned bomber. 

Now we will go to our next chart if we may, Mr. Chairman. This 
gives additional detail on the SAGE tie-in of our existing A.C. & W. 
sites to the SAGE system. 


PREPARED STATEMENT 


Again I have a statement on that which if you will prefer we will 
insert in the record. 

Senator Stennis. Yes. 

(The statement referred to follows :) 


SAGE TIE-IN OF ExistTine A.C. & W. SITEs 


1. The proper function of the semiautomatic ground environment (SAGE) is 
totally dependent upon the capability to transmit the data gathered by the radar 
stations to the computers in the direction and combat centers, and, in turn, 
transmit instructions for control purposes to interceptor aircraft and guided 
missiles. To accomplish this air/ground transmitting and receiving facilities 
and radar data processing facilities are required. 

2. The radar data input to the SAGE computers is processed through a radar 
data transmitter, located in the operations building at each radar site. Here, 
raw data picked up by the radars is processed and converted to computer lan- 
guage for input to the computers. 

3. The computer develops this data into air situations which are displayed in 
a manner which permits operators to make rapid decisions on the conduct of 
the air battle. These decisions are put into the computer and automatically 
converted to instructions which are transmitted through the air/ground radio 
facilities to the air defense weapons. 

4. The capability to exchange such information between radar facilities and 
the SAGE facilities must be extended seaward so that the radar data from the 
seaward elements, i.e., airborne early warning radar and picket ships, can be 
utilized in weapons employment. This requires radar data type communications 
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rearward to the SAGE computers, and control communications forward to the 
air defense weapon, either manned or missile. Due to the offshore position of 
the radar vehicles, high power radio communications are necessary. Provision 
of the seaward communications will permit integration of the seaward radar 
elements into the air defense system complex, and enhance our capability to 
engage the enemy further offshore. 

Construction proposed in the fiscal year 1960 military construction appropria- 
tion request to continue the program initiated several years ago to convert the 
existing A.C. & W. sites to SAGE capability will be discussed individually, as 
follows: 

1. The first of these facilities is the SAGE ground to air transmitter and 
receiver building. This facility is proposed for 37 A.C. & W. sites at a total 
cost of $7,237,000. This building will house the receiver and transmitting equip- 
ment at the A.C. & W. sites to be used by SAGE direction centers and SAGE 
super combat centers to contact, direct, and control manned and unmanned inter- 
ceptors in combat. The SAGE center will transmit its guidance to the fighter 
interceptor and BOMARC through this radio facility. This facility must be sited 
at least 1,000 meters away from locations of frequency diversity radar towers to 
prevent radar and radio transmission from mutually interfering with each other. 

2. These ground air radio facilities are to be constructed in the vicinity of the 
following A.C. & W. sites: 


LOCATION 


Almaden, Calif. MacDill, Fla. 
Baudette, Minn, Moriarity, N. Mex. 
Chandler, Minn. Mount Hebo, Oreg. 
Cherry Point, N.C. Mount Lemmon, Ariz. 
Continental Divide, N. Mex. North Charleston, 8.C. 
Cross City, Fla. Omaha, Nebr. 
Duncanville, Tex. Ozona, Tex. 

Eagle Pass, Tex. Pickstown, S. Dak. 
Ellsworth, S. Dak. Pyote, Tex. 

Fallon, Ney, Robins, Ga. 

Fort Fisher, N.C. Selfridge, Mich. 
Hunter, Ga. Sundance, Wyo. 
Jacksonville, Fla. Sweetwater, Tex. 
Killeen, Tex. West Mesa, N. Mex. 
Lackland, Tex. Walker, N. Mex. 

Las Cruces, N. Mex. Winslow, Ariz. 

Las Vegas, Nev. Winston-Salem, N.C. 
Lompoc, Calif. Zapata, Tex. 

Luke Williams, Ariz. 


The second of these facilities is the A.C. & W. operations building. This 
structure is proposed for 22 A.C. & W. sites at a total cost of $4,405,000. Spe- 
cifically, these requested facilities will provide for additions to operations build- 
ing at 17 A.C. & W. sites and new operations building and utilities at 5 A.C. & W. 
sites. 

The additions will house the data-processing and transmission equipment to 
be used in relaying radar data from the A.C. & W. site to SAGE direction and 
supercombat centers. At the present time the radar sites for which these 
facilities are requested are operating under the manual system. Under the 
manual type of operation, the radar site evaluates and processes its own radar 
inf\rmation and, if necessary, scrambles and subsequently guides an inter- 
ceptor toward the target. One of the reasons for developing the SAGE system 
is that this manual operation is too slow and cannot cope with a high-speed 
mass attack. To operate in the SAGE system these sites will have to transmit 
the radar information to SAGE centers where a high-speed, high-capacity com- 
puter will instantaneously process and evaluate radar data from many sites 
and automatically transmit required instructions to interceptors. Raw radar 
data from these sites cannot be transmitted over normal communications lines 
to SAGE centers; it must be converted to digital form for transmission. To 
do this conversion, electronic equipment entitled the AN/FST-2 must be installed 
at the radar sites. These building additions will house the AN/FST-2 equip- 
ment. These buildings will require air conditioning fur proper operation of 
the electronic equipment to be housed in them. 
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The new operations buildings are required since construction of the new high- 
powered frequency diversity radar towers at the location of the existing opera- 
tions buildings would create flight hazards, interference with communication 
connected with flight operations, or expensive microwaving operations from 
the existing site to the frequency diversity tower. Locations of the 22 A.C. & W, 
sites at which the facility just discussed would be located are: 


Attra BD isbn tatitwccins Addition | Marietta, Ga 
Baker, Oreg Moriarty, N. Mex 
Continental Divide, N. Mex. Do. North Charleston, 8.C_.---- 
Eagle Pass, Tex Do. RO IR icin nciencindee 
Ellsworth, S. Dak. Do. 
Fallon, Nev 

Do. 


Lackland, Tex Do. 
Las Cruces, N. Mex....--.... Do. Winston-Salem, N.C______.-_ 
Luke Williams, Ariz. Do. Zapata, Tex 


1. The third facility type requested are those needed at two locations to 
house the new, improved equipment required to communicate with offshore air 
defense elements such as airborne early warning and control aircraft, picket 
ships and airships. Warning and detection information from these offshore 
elements will be relayed through these communications facilities to SAGH 
centers. Present operations are conducted by outmoded equipment utilizing 
limited space dispersed among five existing radar sites. This is most unsatis- 
factory under present conditions and will become impossible upon the delivery 
of improved equipment scheduled for this function. At one of the two locations 
real estate is required for siting the proposed facilities. Facilities involved are: 


Location Item Scope 


Comm receiver 3,680 square feet __- 
Comm transmitter...-| 3,689 square feet _- 
Land fee purchase aoe 


do acres 
680 square feet__- 
Comm transmitter....| 3,680 square feet_-- 


GROUND-TO-AIR TRANSMITTER BUILDINGS 


Senator Srennis. Why do you ask now at this late date for all these 
additional ground-to-air transmitter buildings and all? Are these 
just a part of your progressive steps? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. I believe we mentioned yesterday this 
is a part of the overall phased program. Last year’s program had a 
substantial number of this same type of thing in it. 

We anticipate that next year’s program ~ilomiin have a fairly good 
increment which would incidentally, I believe, fairly well complete 
the system as it is now set up. 

To answer your question directly, it is a part of a phased program 
for tying our existing sites into the SAGE system. 

I might point out that it is phased and geared to the construction of 
the SAGE center itself so that these things come into being at approxi- 
mately the same time the overall SAGE direction center is complete, 
so that when that is all done you have a complete and working sector 
or area. 

The operations buildings and ground-to-air transmitters are a very 
integral part of that SS 

Senator Stennis. That is very interesting. 
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AIRCRAFT CONTROL AND WARNING SUPPORT FACILITIES 


Colonel Jackson. The next one, Mr. Chairman, is the aircraft con- 
trol and warning support facilities at the locations that you see there. 

Again I have a statement on that that perhaps would be well to 
insert in the record rather than to take the time for it here. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

Colonel Jackson. The items are pretty self-explanatory and the 
same type of thing we have been discussing at many other locations. 

The major portion of them are the four locations for family housing. 

(The information referred to follows :) 


IMPROVEMENT OF SuPPoRT FActILities FoR AIRCRAFT CONTROL AND WARNING SITES 


Minimum facilities are requested to improve the logistical support activities 
and the living conditions of the personnel who will man the aircraft control and 
warning sites and SAGE centers on an around-the-clock basis. Facilities in this 
category include family housing at four locations, an airmen dormitory and 
dining hall addition at one location, a chapel, small dispensary, and utilities at 
one location and airfreight terminals at two locations. Further details regard- 
ing the requested facilities follow : 


Family housing (four aircraft control and warning sites), $1,836,000 


In continuation of the program to provide adequate family housing for the 
aircraft control and warning system, 27 units are included at each of 4 sites 
where no adequate housing is available for rental in the surrounding communi- 
ties. These family housing units are to be located at the following sites: Cross 
City, Fla.; Dauphin Island, Ala.; Eufala, Ala.; and Thomasville, Ala. 
weaewe of DEW line (two aircraft control and warning sites), 

79,000 

Freight terminals are requested at two DEW line stations under command 
of ADC and Alaska. Passengers and supplies are flown to these two sites from 
the United States and then distributed laterally across the DEW line. Adequate 
facilities do not exist at these installations for the proper handling of passengers 
and perishable supplies. Loss of supplies from freezing and thawing and delays 
in transshipment are common. The two DEW line stations at which the air- 
a terminals are requested are Barter Island, Alaska, and Point Barrow, 

laska. 

SAGE and BOMARC support (one site), $731,000 

Additional support facilities are requested at Camp Adair AFS, Oregon, to 
support the SAGE and BOMARC missions. The dormitory requirement is 439 
spaces and only 266 spaces will be available, leaving a deficiency of 173. A 
133-man dormitory is included to help alleviate this deficiency. A dining hall 
of 7,244 square feet is required and only 4,500 square feet will be available. 
The addition of 2,744 square feet will provide an adequate dining hall. An 
adequate medical facility is required to care for all personnel to be assigned, 
and an addition to the dispensary is included for this purpose. A chapel is also 
included as no facilities are available to conduct the station religious program. 
Utility services to these new facilities are also requested. 


RADAR STATIONS | 


Senator Stennis. These locations we are talking about, they are 
just the radar stations. 

Colonel Jackson. That is right. 

Senator Stennis. I know you put one of them in down in Missis- 
sippi south of Jackson. That is just one of a network that covers 
the Nation. I have never have had a chance to see it. 

Colonel Jackson. Part of the United States-wide network, as you 
say, of radar stations. 

Senator Srennis. Ordinarily they have about how many men? 
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Colonel Jackson. They will vary from 150 up to 250, in that neigh- 
borhood. 

Senator Stennis. You have a number of technicians there, of 
course. 

Colonel Jackson. That is correct. 

Senator Stennis. They are for signals and receiving ? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. It is really the eyes and ears of the 
entire system. 

General Dreyer. Without this the system is blind, sir. 

Senator Stennis. You have to have these small support facilities? 

Colonel Jackson. We consider these to be our most urgent require- 
ment for the support system in the A.C. & W. system. 

Senator Stennis. Do I understand they have all been started or 
authorized and these are just supporting facilities? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir; these are follow-on facilities to make the 
site, if you will, completely self-supporting. 

Senator Stennis. I do not have much chance to get away, but I 
would like to see one of the sites, near here sometime. 

Colonel Gooprtziscn. Might I suggest that the direction center 
for the Washington area is now operational at Fort Lee. It would 
be a very suitable location for you to see this in operation. 

Senator Stennis. Thank you very much. Maybe we can do that 
sometime. 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman, these four increments here cover 
the entire A.C. & W. section that is in volume 4 in front of you. 

Now, if you would like, we can go through them item by item, but 
they repeat time after time throughout here. 

Senator Srennis. Well, let us go into them some. 


Apare Arm Force STATION 


Colonel Jackson. The first one would be at Adair Air Force Sta- 
tion. That is on page 526 of volume 4. 

Here you see some of the support facilities which we were just 
discussing on our chart. These are support facilities which are es- 
sentially in support of not only the A.C. & W. operation at this 

articular location, but also the BOMARC unit which is scheduled for 

ere. 

The first is a disnensary. There the requirement is a little over 
6,000 square feet. There are around 2,000 under construction. 

Here we are asking for an addition which would bring them up to 
fill their requirement. 

The nearest medical facility is some 30 miles away. That is a 
civilian hospital. 

Then there is a dormitory requirement—— 

Senator Stennis. What is this mission here? 

Colonel Jackson. It is a twofold mission, Mr. Chairman. It is 
actually a SAGE sector headquarters and in addition to that it is 
scheduled to get the BOMARC unit. 

Senator Stennis. Well, are these support facilities for the SAGE 
or for the BOMARC? 

Colonel Jackson. I will answer you this way: The assignment of 
the BOMARC unit in there tripped off the need for these facilities 
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in addition to what was already there, but the combined requirement 
of the two missions, of course, generates the overall requirement. 

Senator Srennis. But you have to charge this to BOMARC be- 
cause if you were not to have BOMARC you would not have these 
additional items. 

Colonel Jackson. We coded these items in our system of coding 
against the BOMARC system. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Colonel Jackson. We were discussing Adair Air Force Station. 
We were beginning to talk about the airmen dormitory. 

Our request here is for 133 men. We require space to house the 
men for 349 spaces; 266 exist. 

Senator Srennis. Yes, I have already looked through that. Let 
us go to the next one. 


AIKEN Are Force Stratton, S.C. 


Colonel Jackson. The next one is Aiken Air Force Station in 
South Carolina on page 350. 

Here we are akin for an addition to the operations building. 
This is the SAGE tie-in type of facility that we discussed previously. 

Senator Stennis. Is this one in operation now ? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. It has been in op ration since 1955. 

Senator Stennis. How did you start it off You have run it 4 
years without this building ? 

Colonel Jackson. That was in the manual operation. They do 
have an operations building. This one here provides an addition 
which will house the seimautomatic equipment which ties it into the 
SAGE system and makes it semiautomatic rather than manual as 
it is today. 

Again that same pattern will follow throughout. 

Senator Srennis. These preliminary installations were not part of 
SAGE, after all ? 

Colonel Jackson. They were part of our radar system but they 
did not have the SAGE system to tie them all in together to make 
them automatic. 

Senator Stennis. SAGE itself means semiautomatie ground en- 
vironment ? 

Colonel Jackson. That is right. 

General Dreyer. We are not abandoning what we have. 

Colonel Jackson. No, sir; it is just modernizing them if you will, 
to bring them into the SAGE system. 

Senator Stennis. The next item. 


ALMADEN STATION 


Colonel Jackson. The next one is Almaden on page 532. 

Here for the first time we run into the ground-air transmitter- 
receiver. This provides the facility at the A.C. & W. site which gives 
it the capability to talk to the interceptor, either manned or un- 
manned, and direct it in its operation. 

Senator Stennis. Talk to the fighter, the manned fighter ? 

Colonel Jackson. And the BOMARC. 

eenaher Stennis. How about NIKE? Didn’t you mention NIKE 
too 
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Colonel Jackson. No, sir; I don’t believe I mentioned that. 
wan Srennis. I thought someone said it would give signals to 

Colonel Mitter. The SAGE direction center would be communicat- 
ing with the NIKE batteries, but this ground-to-air transmitter is 
just as it says; it is talking to people in the air, either airplanes or 
missiles, actually communicating. Communications with NIKE in 
the air are made from the NIKE battery. 

Senator Stennis. But you do not assist NIKE in any way ? 

Colonel Miter. Not with a ground-air transmitter; no, sir. 

General Dreyer. You do assign targets? 

4 aT Miter. Not with the ground-air transmitter, but with 
E. 

wat Stennis. Does the SAGE system aid NIKE in identi- 
ing? 

Colonel Miiurr. Yes, sir, but this particular facility, the ground- 
air transmitter, does not talk to NIKE. 

Senator Stennis. It is true that SAGE does help NIKE identify 
enemy bombers from friendly bombers; is that correct ? 

Colonel Miiurr. Yes, sir. NIKE fires at the targets assigned by 
the SAGE direction center. NIKE may be assigned a block of targets. 
The target assignment is done by NORAD using SAGE, which is 
part of it. 

Senator Stennis. Page 534. 


Baker Are Force Station 


Colonel Jackson. The “Baker Air Force Station.” Here we are ask- 
ing for three items. The first is the operations A. C. & W. again. 

Then utilities in support of that. 

Finally, a covered walkway. 

In regard to the last item, Mr. Chairman, which is a rather unusual 
item, I might mention that this walkway is on top of a mountain. 
The altitude, I believe, is around 6,000 feet. 

In the wintertime they are subjected to rather heavy snowfall and 
extremely high winds. 

This covered walkway would be to provide capability of traversing 
from one building to the other, particularly during heavy weather 
conditions. 

Without this they would have to use ropes—it is that bad—in order 
to move from one area to another. 


QUESTION OF PRIORITIES 


Senator Srennis. On your priorities I notice here they range from 
205 to 476. 

Colonel Jackson. That is correct. 

Senator Stennis. That means that they are all within the 25 percent 
that we mentioned a while ago, the second category ? 

Colone] Jacxson- That is correct. 

Senator Stennis. So everything that has a number here is thrown 
into the second category. 

Colonel Jackson. That is correct. 

Senator Srewn1s. I saw onea while ago numbered 001. 
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Colonel Jackson. That is a group 1 item. That is part of the 
75-percent group that has no distinction among them. 
caw TENNIS. The next item. 


BaRTER ISLAND, ALASKA 


Colonel Jackson. “Barter Island.” This isin Alaska. This is one 
of the DEW line stations. The item we are requesting here is an 
airfreight terminal building. This would provide for an airfreight 
terminal and also for passenger capability for one of the main DEW 
line stations. 

This is part of the logistical support of the DEW line. 

Senator Stennis. No other building could serve that purpose? 

Colonel Jackson. Absolutely not. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 


BavupDETTE STATION 


Colonel Jackson. The next one is “Baudette Air Force Station.” 
Here again is the ground-air transmitter. On page 541. 
Senator Stennis. Pass on. 


CarE CHARLES STATION 


Colonel Jackson. Cape Charles is the next one, on page 543, Mr. 
Chairman. These items here, which are four in number, are part of 
the seaward concept we mentioned in our briefing. 

This would provide the capability for communicating and tying 


the SAGE system into the offshore picket ships and airships an 
what have you to bring them into the overall SAGE system. 

For that we are asking a communications receiver, a communications 
transmitter, and the necessary land on which to erect it. 


TOTAL REQUEST 


The total amount is $809,000. 

Senator Stennis. In connection with this system as a whole now, 
the tie-in with the NIKE, I really had not understood the extent 
to which you had that tie-in. This other missile system has the 
missile master. That is their nationwide setup, is it not? 


MISSILE MASTER 


Colonel Mitier. Missile Master actually assigns targets within a 
group that is assigned by SAGE. It has the means of keeping bat- 
teries from firing at the same targets, because the batteries are dis- 
persed they would not know what the other batteries were doing. 

With the Missile Master they have a means of having one battery 
fire at a target, one battery firing at the next target, and another 
battery firing at the third target. 

It is a fire-control system for a given area, rather than a battle 
ee system. The overall air defense battle control system is 

Senator Stennis. You have that system. I mean you have it sys- 
tematized that way, but still each missile has a special setup of its own? 





456 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION APPROPRIATIONS, 1960 


Colonel Miuixr. Yes, sir; the common air defense system controls 
the BOMARC. There is a NIKE radar system that controls NIKE 
in addition to this. 

Senator Srennis. Let us proceed, gentlemen. 


CHANDLER AIR Force STATION 


Colonel Jackson. The next is Chandler Air Force Station, page 550. 
Again we run into the ground-air transmitter-receiver for the SAGE 
system. 

Senator Stennis. The same item ? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

(Discussion off the record.) 


CONTINENTAL DivipE STATION 


Colonel Jackson. The next one is on page 554, “Continental Divide.” 
That is the same as the ones we have-discussed, 
. Going to page 557, “Cross City”—here you have one of the items 
which are similar to those we discussed. Also, this is the first place 
where we run into the family housing. 


FAMILY HOUSING 


Here we are requesting 27 units of family housing. This is one 
of the four aircraft control and warning locations, at which we are 
requesting family housing in the program. 

enator Stennis. You had no sleenative there; you did not have 
any city or town? 

Colonel Jackson. I have statistics on that, Mr. Chairman. Cross 
City in this case is 1 mile away, but its population is only 1,500 people. 

The number of units that are available for our people there are 
almost nonexistent. Those that do exist are in very poor state of 
oar and the rents in comparison with what we are getting are very 

gh. 

That same type of thing follows at all four of these locations at 
which we are requesting family housing. 

I have here a rather detailed insert on that that we could also provide 
for the record, if you would like. 

Senator Stennis. I wish you would. 

Colonel Jackson. All right, Mr. Chairman. 

(The information referred to follows :) 


FAMILY HOUSING FOR AIRCRAFT CONTROL AND WARNING STATIONS 


The four aircraft control and warning stations for which family housing is 
being requested are not isolated but are located in sparsely inhabited areas 
remote from normal concentrations of available rental housing. Due to the 
sparsity of population, commanders are faced with the problem of not having 
sufficient housing in the vicinity of the sites to satisfy requirments for personnel 
assigned. Personnel are forced to scatter over a wide area to find even a 
minimum of marginal housing facilities. 

The Air Force has conducted surveys at all of these stations to assess the 
availability and adequacy of housing in determining the real need for housing 
at these stations. It was found that most of the personnel are living in sub- 
standard quarters consisting of shared facility type apartments or old dilapidated 
single- and two-family residences resurrected for occupancy by Air Foree per- 
sonnel. Many of the apartments are in 100-year-old colonial-type residences 
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constructed prior to the Civil War. Enterprising landholders have converted 
spare rooms in homes and garages for rental to military personnel. Rental 
charges range from $50 to $110 without utilities for two or more bedroom units 
of the share facility type lodging. 

Finding suitable single-family-type dwellings for rent is almost impossible. 
Families with two or more children of different sexes are experiencing the great- 
est difficulty finding suitable housing. The wide dispersity of personnel from 
the operational site increases difficulty of a 24-hour capability of the operation 
as well as affecting the morale and welfare of personnel assigned. 


HOUSING COST 


Senator Srennis. Are the other family housing units larger or 
smaller than this ? 

Colonel Jackson. They are all the same—27 units, each one of 
them, and the price, I believe, is pretty well the same on each one. 

Senator Stennis. It will cost in round numbers around $2 million? 

Colonel Jackson. A little under $2 million, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Stennis. Allright, what other items now ? 


OTHER CONSTRUCTION ITEMS 


Colonel Jackson. “Dauphin Island.” You have the family housing 
again, one of the four. 

“Duncanville,” the ground-air transmitter-receiver. 

“The Eagle Pass,” page 563. The operations addition and ground- 
air transmitter. 

“Elsworth,” page 567. Ground transmitter and operations addition. 

“Eufalla,” page 570, family housing again—27 units. 

“Fallon.” We have the ground-air transmitter-receiver, ground 
operations buildings, utility. 

“Fort Fisher,” on page 576—ground to air transmitter. 

At Hunter Air Force Station, you have the ground-air transmitter- 
receiver again and an operations addition. 

“Jacksonville,” page 581, you have the operations building and 
ground-air transmitter-receiver. 

At Killeen, page 585, ground-air transmitter-receiver again. 

At Lakeland, on page 587, ground-air transmitter-receiver and 
operations additions. 

Senator Stennis. What other items are in the book that are beyond 
or different from those we have already taken up ? 

Colonel Jackson. None, Mr. Chairman. 

If I may, before we go into the AFOAT section, I think we should 
turn to page 661, where we find the line item for the “SAGE system”— 
$57,300,000. We discussed that in our opening presentation here. 
That is the SAGE request in this year’s program. 

This provides facilities at eight locations for the solid state transis- 
torized computer for the combat centers about which there has been 
a great deal of discussion. 

Senator Stennis. How much is that going to involve? 

Colonel Jackson. $57,300,000. 

Senator Stennis. Who makes those computers, Colonel ? 

Colonel Jackson. The manufacturer of the computer ¢ 

Senator Stennnis. Yes. 

Colonel Jackson. I don’t know. 

Colonel Nicuots. IBM. 
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Senator Stennis. There is a computer set up on Pennsylvania Ave- 
nue. I will have to stop and see it. 

Colonel Jackson. Of course, I am a little bit out of my field, but as 
I understand it this new type of en is quite a breakthrough, 
they are using transistorized tubes rather than vacuum tubes. 

y virtue of that there is much more capability than with the old 
vacuum tube computer. Their capability apparently is such that 
they stagger the imagination with what they can do. 

I think they perhaps tend to give the human being an inferiority 
complex. 
§ iscussion off the record.) 

enator Stennis. Back on the record. 

This is the same item as you outlined on the graphs in your display 
a few minutes ago? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir; for the SAGE system, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Stennis. This involves how many ? 

Colonel Jackson. Construction at eight locations. 

Senator Stennis. That is classified as to location? 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman, I expect we had better cover that 
in classified session. 

Senator Stennis. I see you have 001 in it. 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir; it is in our group 1 priority, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Let us take a few more minutes on the next book. 

Colonel Jackson. I might mention we are not through with this 
book. We have some rather big items yet. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 


RADAR IMPROVEMENT 


Colonel Jackson. I would like to point out our radar improve- 
ment on page 663. That is the $20 million item which we mentioned 
in our presentation to provide the frequency diversity capability and 
higher altitude coverage at our radar stations. 


GAP FILLER SITES 


Then on page 665, the gap filler sites. This would provide for 19 
gap fillers. These are unmanned stations which cover low altitude 
gaps in the radar net. 

hat completes the A.C. & W. section. 

Moving to page 668, of this same volume, are various locations for 
the AFOAT program. The details regarding these two particular 
facilities, Mr. Chairman, of course, are classified. 

Senator Stennis. Let us put them on our classified list. 


Eargty WARNING MISSILE SysTEM 


Colonel Jackson. Going into the next section of the book, starting 
on page 671, which is the index for this particular section, we then 
begin to cover our defense missiles, strategic missiles, ballistic mis- 
siles, and our ballistic missile early warning system. 

I believe, Mr. Chairman, it would certainly be to our advantage to 
perhaps try to discuss all of this in our executive session because ob- 
viously the details are classified. 

Senator Stennis. This is money for construction only? 
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Colonel Jackson. For construction only. 

With your permission, Mr. Chairman, perhaps it would be better 
to defer these until we go into the classified section. 

Senator Stennis. Yes. 

Colonel Jackson. That being the case perhaps we should go 
through our last volune, then. 

Senator Stennis. All right, the next book. 


Miiirary Arr TRANSPORT SERVICE OVERSEAS 


Colonel Jackson. On page 684 the Military Air Transport Service 
overseas. There are two locations involved in this request. The first 
of those is Lajes Field. ; ; ue 

On page 684 here we are requesting one item, approach lighting. 

Senator Stennis. You need every facility you can add to Lajes 
Field for landing. I can testify to that. What is your next item? 

Colonel Jackson. The next is Langanes, that is an A.C. & W. sta- 
tion in Iceland. Here we are requesting one item. 

This is electric power. It is similar to the electric power items we 
discussed in Alaska. It provides for capability for improved radars. 


Paciric Ain COMMAND 


The next item is Pacific Air Command. That would begin on page 
689. 

Senator Stennis. All that is overseas, this book? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir; we are all overseas from here on out. 

Senator Stennis. After this book what are we going to have? 

Colonel Jackson. We will go into classified. 

I am reminded, Mr. Chairman, in the back of this book we would 
cover our open and permanent authority as we call it. 

Senator Stennis. I understand. And Reserves, too. 

Colonel Jackson. Reserve is yet to be covered; yes sir. 

Senator Stennis. And Air National Guard ? 

Colonel Jackson. And Air National Guard. 

Senator Stennis. Do you gentlemen want to work on this to- 
morrow ? 

Colonel Jackson. At your convenience, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Stennis. You have called my hand. I am going to try to 
arrange to be back this afternoon. I do not see why so many of you 
need to stay here this afternoon. You know what is in the thet I 
won't be able to get back here before 2:45 at best, so we could work 
at it, though, about an hour and a half then. So when we recess we 
will recess until 2:45. 

CxiarRK AIR Force Base 


I do not know what the military term is for looking over your hand 
and seeing what gentlemen you need. The rest need not come back 
unless they are just interested. 

Allright, Clark Air Force Base. 

Colonel Jackson. Here we are requesting a total amount of 
$6,614,000. 

Senator Stennis. What is this big item here? 

Colonel Jackson. This isa hospital. 
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Senator Stennis. We did not leave that hospital out ? 

Colonel Jackson. No, sir; that one was reported favorably. We 
consider it a very, very urgent requirement, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Stennis. There was no alternative there, but still there is 
a lot of money involved. Maybe the colonel has a special word he can 


give on that. Do you want to say something on that, Colonel Car- 
michael ? 


HOSPITAL REQUEST 


Colonel Carmicuaezt. Yes, sir; actually, there again, Mr. Chairman, 
we have looked into the cost of the hospital. It is in a high-cost area, 
It is being designed for us by, well, the preliminary design was done 
by Mr. Rosenfield in New York, a civilian architect, who has had a 
great deal of experience in it and working drawings are being done by 
an architect firm in Honolulu. It is a comparable design with civilian 
hospitals. 

We have looked over the equipment and the type of utilization we 
are making of this base. It is in step in every respect with the civilian 
design, sir, and actually considering the area it is being constructed in, 
the prices are comparable. 

Senator Stennis. What does this replace ? 

Colonel Carmicuart. This replaces an extremely deteriorated in- 
stallation, Mr. Chairman, in fact, the word “deplorable” is a good word 
to use on what we are operating over there now. 

To give you an example, the operating table literally fell through 
the floor in surgery and we actually had to stop performing all surgery 
other than dire emergencies during the rehabilitation of the surgery. 

It is an extremely serious situation to try to carry on any involved 
surgery over there. 

his hospital is our only hospital in this area. 


TRAINING OF FOREIGN NATIONALS 


Another aspect that has not been brought out is one that is very 
important to us. We train foreign nationals in this hospital. For 
instance, we are graduating this June 12 Filipino interns and 12 
more are now coming in. 

We also receive interns from the other allies in that area. The 
present hospital is a very poor example to show doctors of other 
countries, due to the deplorable conditions of the buildings in which 
we practice medicine there. 

‘Senator Stennis. Well, you have no alternative. I mean, there 
— senmperatite military hospital and nowhere else to turn; is that 
right ? 

Colonel Carmicuazt. That is right. 

Senator Stennis. No adequate civilian hospital available to take 
care of your needs? 

Colonel Carmicnart. We have looked very closely into that, Mr. 
Chairman, particularly the Philippine hospital that was mentioned in 
last year’s hearings.. We have thoroughly gone into that. That is a 
Philippine Government hospital. 


Countrywide they have a dire shortage of beds themselves in that 
section. 
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Senator Stennis. Is there anything you want to say now about this 
alert hangar? How badly do you need that ? 


FOUR-POCKET ALERT HANGAR 


Colonel Jackson. This would provide for a four-pocket alert hangar 
and includes an alert taxiway that goes with it. Without this, of 
course, they would not be able to attain the full alert capability which 
we feel is necessary for this location. 

Senator Stennis. Do you have BOMARC there ? 

Colonel Jackson. No, sir; there is no BOMARC assigned to this 
location. 

Senator Stennis. NIKE? 

Colonel Jackson. No, sir. 

Senator Stennis. You are dependent on your fighters. 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. The F-102? 

Colonel Jackson. That is correct, the F-102. 

Senator Srennis. The next item, please. 

Colonel Jackson. The next item, Mr. Chairman, is Itazuke Air 
Base. That is on page 694. Here we are asking for four facili- 
ties, Mr. Chairman, for a total amount of $194,000. 

Senator Stennis. We have been through those. The next item, 


Iwo Jima Arr Base 


Colonel Jackson. The next item would be Iwo Jima Air Base on 
page 698. We are asking for four facilities here. They are, you 
might say, in the nature of support facilities. These would provide 
improved living conditions for the people at Iwo Jima. The condi- 
tions existing there now are abominable. 

This would provide a much more decent standard of living for 
them. 

Senator Stennis. You have 547 military ? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. All right, the next item. 


KapENA AIR BASE 


Colonel Jackson. The next item is Kadena Air Base on page 702A. 
We are asking for one item, Mr. Chairman, that is the approach light 
item, a repetitive type item. 

Senator Stennis. The next item. 


KumME SHIMA STATION 


Colonel Jackson. The next one is Kume Shima. This is an 
A. C. & W. station, Mr. Chairman. We are asking here a recreation 
workshop. This ison an island in the China Sea. 

Senator Stennis. The next item. 


KuNsAN ArrR BASE, KOREA ~ 


Colonel Jackson. Kunsan Air Base in Korea.. We are asking here 
for a total of six items for $1,594,000. . 
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The items involved are runway lighting. This would provide light- 
ing on the runway as opposed to approach lights which we have been 
discussing, storage base rocket assembly. This is storage for ammuni- 
tion. Airmen dormitory, 665 men. 

Dining hall airmen and OQ men. 

Finally a combat center transmission system. That is on page 
705. 

Senator Stennis. I remember there were some items in the Army’s 
part for Korea. Do you operate entirely independent of each other 
there without any facilities in common ? 

Yolonel Jackson. Well, they are different installations, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

Senator Stennis. I mean throughout Korea so far as you know, 
do you have any of them that are used in common to any extent! 

Colonel Jackson. I was stationed over there a year, Mr. Chairman. 
I don’t recall any facilities which are used jointly. This, of course, 
is an airfield, an airbase, with a tactical unit on it. 

The Army installations are essentially different. 

Senator Stennis. Go ahead to your next item, Colonel Jackson. 


Misawa AIR BASE 


Colonel Jackson. The next one is Misawa Air Base on page 711. 
We are requesting here a total of $544,000. 

Senator Stennis. That is on 711? 

Colonel Jackson. That is correct. 

We are asking here for four items for a total amount of $544,000: 
First, would be an addition to the alert hangar; then aircraft weapons 
calibration shelter, which is one of the repetitive items; storage base 
rocket assembly ; and finally, electrical aircraft outlets. 

Senator Stennis. Those are rather clear. 


MryakKo JIMA BASE 


Colonel Jackson. Next is Miyako Jima, on page 716. Here we are 
asking two items, a tropospheric scatter item, which is a communica- 
tions item, and recreation workship. This is on an island in the 
China Sea, an extremely isolated location. 

Senator Stennis. 719? 


OTHER CONSTRUCTION 


Colonel Jackson. 719 is Naha, and we are asking for electric air- 
craft outlets. 

Colonel Jackson. 721 is similar to the A.C. & W. stations that we 
ee in this area. We are asking there for a recreation work- 
shop. 

Senator Stennis. We will have to stop here. We have already 
made the arrangements. We will be back at 2:45 and we will proceed 
for about an hour and a half. 

Thank you very much. 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

(Thereupon, at 12:40 p.m., the subcommittee was recessed, to recon- 
vene at 2:45 p. m., same day.) 
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AFTERNOON SESSION (F'RIpAY, JUNE 26, 1959) 


The subcommittee reconvened at 3:25 p.m., upon the expiration of 
the recess. 


AIR TRANSPORT SERVICE OVERSEAS, PACIFIC 


Senator Srennis. When we agreed to be back here at 2:45, I 
thought then that a meeting had been canceled that I knew I was go- 
ing to have to go to if it was held. I found out after I was on my 
way over here that the meeting was being held, so I had to retrace 
my steps. Iam sorry I am late, but that was the best I could do. 

Now, where were we, gentlemen ? 


Osan ArtR BASE, KOREA 


Colonel Jackson. We were on page 723, Mr. Chairman, Osan Air 
Base in Korea, volume 5. 

Senator Srennis. I believe we covered that pretty well, did we 
not ¢ 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Srennis. The next item. 


WAKE ISLAND 


‘ Colonel Jackson. The next will be Wake Island. That is on page 
28, 

Senator Srennis. I thought we had something on Wake Island 
awhile ago. 

Colonel Jackson. No, sir; that was lwo Jima. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

Colonel Jackson. At Wake Island we are requesting here a total 
of seven items amounting to $2,211,000. The bulk of these items, Mr. 
Chairman, are involved in a runway extension project which is now 
underway under the control and construction of the FAA. 

Now this runway extension is taking out the bulk of the temporary 
facilities of the Air Force which are fairly close to the existing run- 
way. This program here will provide for the tearing down of those 
facilities and the rebuilding of new and better facilities in a different 
location on the island. 

Senator Stennis. What is your main mission on Wake Island ? 

Colonel Jackson. It is actually an en route station for the Military 
Air Transport Service en route to the Far East. The flights to and 
from the Far East all stop at Wake Island. 

Senator Stennis. When you go to the Far East, where do you go? 

Colonel Jackson. All points in the Far East, including Tokyo, For- 
mosa, Clark, Okinawa, Korea. There is still a tremendous amount of 
traffic out there. 

Senator Stennis. It all feeds through here? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. The next item. 
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WAKKANAI AIR STATION 


Colonel Jackson. The next item, Mr. Chairman, is on page 736, 
Wakkanai Air Station. Here we are requesting a total of $738,000, 
a total of seven items. 

This station is in Japan, as you can see. The mission of the station 
is classified. We can cover it in closed session if you like, but the items 
here are support-type items to house and feed the personnel who are 
manning the station. 

Senator Srennis. All right. 


YuzaA DakKE Arr STATION 


Colonel Jackson. The next one, Mr. Chairman, is on page 744, 
Yuza Dake Air Station. This is a similar type of thing to several 
others we discussed. 

This would provide a tropospheric scatter item at the station, which 
is a part of the communications network. It is located in Okinawa. 

Senator Stennis. The next item. 

Colonel Jackson. The next item, Mr. Chairman, is the Okinawa M 
site. There are two items listed; they are intended to provide one 
facility. The amount we are requesting here is $9,916,000. 

I think we had better reserve discussion on this until the classified 
executive session. 

Senator Srennis. All right. Mark that down. Page 746 for the 
classified session. 

Colonel Jackson. All right, sir. 

Senator Srennis. The next item. 


STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND, OVERSEAS 


Colonel Jackson. That completes the Pacific Air Command un- 
classified portion, Mr. Chairman. We will then go into the Strategic 
Air Command overseas. 


ANDERSON AIR BASE 


The first base of the Strategic Air Command is Anderson Air 
Base. That is found on page 750. Here we are requesting one item, 
electric aircraft outlets. 

It is the same type of item we have discussed at a number of other 
locations. 

Senator Stennis. The next item. 

Colonel Jackson. Bruntingthorpe in England will be the next 
location on page 756, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Stennis. What about 753? 

Colonel Jackson. I am sorry, Mr. Chairman. I skipped that one. 

Senator Stennis. All right, TACAN. 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir; at Brize-Norton there are two items 


— Mr. Chairman, TACAN and dependents’ school, for $143,- 
00. 


Senator Srennis. I thought we were building our schools with 
commodity items. 
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Colonel Jackson. In certain cases we are; in this particular case 
here we are asking for this through the appropriated fund route. 
Senator Srennis. Why ? 


SURPLUS COMMODITY PROGRAM FUNDS 


Colonel Jackson. Apparently this has been looked into and found 
that the surplus commodity program will not be satisfactory. This is 
primarily an addition to an existing facility. 

Senator Srennis. I have been commending all of you for what 
you were doing with the commodity surplus items. We had all these 
authorizations using Commodity Credit funds. I thought some of 
these funds would be used for oversea schools. 

Colonel Jackson. I think the authority is contained in the new 
authorization bill which would permit us to use existing authorization 
in the surplus commodity program if it proves to be feasible. 

Colonel Lucas, do you have anything you might be able to add to 
that 

Colonel Lucas. No, I don’t. 

Senator Stennis. Let’s not stop now, but will you submit additional 
information on this? 

(The information requested follows :) 

Consideration was given to the inclusion of the Brize-Norton Elementary School 
in the surplus commodity portion of the fiscal year 1960 MCAP; however, because 
of the uncertain availability of foreign currency for surplus commodity projects in 
the United Kingdom at the time and the urgency of the school requirement, it was 


considered appropriate to seek positive funding of the item through use of appro- 
priated funds. 


BRUNTINGTHORPE BASE 


Senator Stennis. The next item. 

Colonel Jackson. The next one is Bruntingthorpe on page 756. 

Here we are requesting two items, $464,000 for the two. ‘The first is 
instrument landing facilities which is a navigation aid to landing. 

It is one of the repetitive items. 

Second is a 200-man dormitory. This is required, Mr. Chairman, 
to fill a deficiency. ‘There is no replacement involved in this project. 

Senator Srennis. What kind of base is this? 

Colonel Jackson. Bruntingthorpe is one of medium bomber in- 
stallations, Mr. Chairman, in England. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 


CHELVESTON BASE 


Colonel Jackson. The next one is Chelveston, Mr. Chairman, page 
759. Here we are requesting two items. 

First is the repetitive-type thing, instrument landing facility. 

The second isa TACAN station. 

Both of these are flying safety items. 

Total amount we are requesting is $147,000. 


ERNEST HARMON AIR BASE 


Senator Stennis. Ernest Harmon Air Base on page 762. You are 
requesting three items here for $1.247 million. 
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Colonel Jackson. The items involved are, first of all, a lighting 
approach, a ready crew facility and a shop ammunition base. The 
first item is of a repetitive nature, approach light items which you 
have seen many times. 

The second item would provide a ready crew facility and the third 
would provide a facility for assembly and checkout of the new type 
of ammunition which will be utilized by the fighter intercepter unit 
at this location. 

Senator Stennis. Proceed to the next one. 


Goose AIR BASE 


Colonel Jackson. The next one is Goose Air Base. The first is a 
ready crew item which is similar to the one we just discussed at Har- 
mon Airbase. 

Senator Stennis. This is page 766. 

Colonel Jackson. The ready crew building, weapon calibration 
shelter, airman dormitory, electrical aircraft outlets. 

The airman dormitory is actually an off-site location for globecom, 
part of the worldwide communications network. This would provide 
space for some 24 men. 

Aircraft outlets would provide for electricity or electric power in 
the aircraft ramp. 

Senator Stennis. Under the priority rating 045. 

Colonel Jackson. It means it is high on the priority list. 

Senator Stennis. The zero does not mean anything? 

Colonel Jackson. It is the machine record way of printing some- 
thing. It is actually No. 45. 

Senator Stennis. These sheets are not typewritten. 

Colonel Jackson. No, sir, this is machine run and then photo- 
offset printed. 

General Dreyer. It always has to have the three digits. 

Senator Srennis. This is set up first on a machine and then photo- 
ig, ni 

olonel Jackson. Yes, sir; photographed and reproduced onto a 
mat which can then be run through a machine to print the pages. 

Senator Stennis. This is what you call offset printing? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir, photo-offset. 


HieH WycomMse AIR BASE 


The next one, Mr. Chairman, is High Wycombe Air Base on page 
771. Here we are requesting one item and that is an airman dormi- 
tory for 200 men. This is actually a deficiency, Mr. Chairman. This 
is required to house the men. There is no replacement involved. 

Senator Stennis. What kind of installation is this? 

Colonel Jackson. This is a headquarters of the Strategic Air 
Command unit over there, an air division headquarters. 

Senator Stennis. Page 773. 


LAKENHEATH AND MILDENHALL BASES 


Colonel Jackson. Lakenheath, a TACAN station for $27,000. This 
is Navy aid of flying safety. 
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Mildenhall is next, and we are requesting on page 775, heating facili- 
ties, $372,000. This will provide for furnaces and furnace rooms for 
the individual buildings at Mildenhall. At the present time they are 
using open fireplaces. They are using old Queen Anne stoves that sit 
out in the middle of the room and some buildings have no heat at all. 


RAMEY BASE 


Next is Ramey, Mr. Chairman. Three items are here on page 777 
for $1.251 million. The items are an apron stub parking, a ready crew 
facility, and a base warehouse. 

The apron stub parking will provide for rehabilitation of the exist- 
ing stubs to provide parking for the B-52’s and KC-135’s assigned to 
that installation. 

Senator Stennis. That is group 1 and not No. 1. 

Colonel Jackson. Then the ready crew building is an addition to an 
existing facility. At Ramey they found an existing building which 
can be used and this will provide an addition to that building to com- 
plete the ready crew requirement. Next is the base warehouse. 

Senator Stennis. What are you going to put in the warehouse ? 

Colonel Jackson. This is part of the overall warehouse requirement. 
I might mention at Ramey the substandard warehouses that do exist 
as well as being substandard or extremely close to the edge of the run- 
way, and with the B-52 aircraft coming in these they constitute pretty 
serious flying safety hazards, so as well as getting rid of substandard 
facilities we are also being able to get rid of a flying safety hazard. 

The warehouse is some 300 feet from the edges of the runway. 


SONDRESTROM AIR BASE 


Next is Sondrestrom Air Base on page 781. Here we are requesting 


two items. The first is storage base diesel and a dormitory airman 
replacement. The total amount is $749,000. The storage base diesel 
is to store diesel fuel essentially for heating purposes, not only for 
Sondrestrom but to support the eastern extension to the DEW line 
stations. 

These are the DEW line stations in Greenland. It is heating fuel 
storage for those stations. 

Then, the airman dormitory is really a replacement. This is off-base 
and this a globecom site, one of the sites in the worldwide communica- 
tions network. The facilities which they are using now are very sub- 
standard, Mr.Chairman. I have pictures of them to show the abomin- 
able condition, if you are interested. 

Senator Srennis. The pictures reflect what? 

Colonel Jackson. The dormitory for the airmen at Greenland. 

Senator Stennis. How many men do you take care of there? 

Colonel Jackson. Forty. 

Senator Srennis. It is a very high cost of construction area. 

Colonel Jackson. I think it is close to four up in that area and, of 
course, it is off-base along with it. 

In addition to this, as well as providing dormitory space, it is also 
sort of a self-contained composite building which will have dining 
space and a little recreation space. 

Senator Srennis. Page 764. 
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THULE AIR BASE 


Colonel Jackson. Thule Air Base. We are requesting one item, a 
utility item for $2.5 million. At Thule they have a very peculiar wa- 
ter and sewerage system. Each building where men live is fitted out 
with a set of tanks. One tank would hold fresh water, and from this 
tank, of course, the fresh water would go for brushing their teeth, 
drinking, washing, and so on, and the waste from that was then 
pumped into another tank where it was then used for flushing toilets 
and other uses. 

Finally, it went into another tank where it was pumped out into a 
truck and hauled away. We have been attempting over the past few 
years to put in a water-borne sewerage system at Thule and regular 
water distribution system. 

This amount that you see here is the last increment of that which 
will complete the system at Thule. It is considered a very, very 
worthwhile item. 

ZARAGOZA Bass 


The next one, Mr. Chairman, is Zaragoza in Spain, and here we are 
asking for one item which is an instrument landing facility. 

Senator Stennis. How are you getting along with your installa- 
tions in Spain? 

Colonel Jackson. Very well; they are substantially completed, and 
they are in operation. 

Senator Srennis. Who is your commanding officer there ? 

General Dreyer. General Mooney, 16th Air Force. We also have 
General Donovan, who is the MAG working with the Navy construe- 
tion agency and the contact with the Spanish Government. The 16th 
Air Force has operational control under General Mooney. 

Senator Srennts. General Donovan was there last fall. I went 
through there last September. 

Colonel Jackson. That would complete the SAC overseas. 


U.S. Atk Force In Evropr 


The next command that we would consider would be the U.S. Air 
Force in Europe. The first installation there is on page 790, Boving- 
don, RAF Station. Here we are asking one item, the TACAN station 
fixed, again an aid to flying safety. 


BurpDErRoP RAF StTAtTIon 


The next one is Burderop RAF station, page 792, requesting here 
one item, an officers’ quarters for nurses. This, I might mention, is 4 
USAF hospital location. This facility will provide housing for 
nurses who, of course, are assigned to the hospital. 


Cryti BAsE 


Ciyli is the next location, found on page 794. Here we are asking 
one item, taxi runway access for $1.3 million. Mr. Chairman, this in- 
stallation is a NATO installation built to NATO standards. It does 
not have a parallel taxiway. That is, the runway is there, and on 
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each end are what we call marshaling areas, but there is no taxiway 
that connects the ends of the runways. 

This item here would provide that type of facility, and we feel a 
very necessary and required thing to the operation that we foresee 
for this. 

Senator Stennis. It calls for $1.3 million to connect the ends of the 
runways? wer 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir; it amounts to a 9,000-foot long taxiway 
50 feet wide. That is quite a strip of pavement. 






CaMP NEW AMSTERDAM 








The next one, Mr. Chairman, is Camp New Amsterdam on page 296. 
We are asking for a shop aircraft maintenance organizational and a 
maintenance dock medium aircraft. The requirement for these items 
is similar to the other items we have discussed before. They are 
maintenance facilities for aircraft. 












INCIRLIK BASE 


Incirlik is the next installation, on page 799. We are asking for 
three items here. The first is the TACAN station similar to the other 
TACAN’s that we have seen. Then, there is an airman dormitory for 
200 men and an open mess NCO. 

The airman dormitory, Mr. Chairman, we feel, to be particularly a 
good requirement; they require space to house 1,366 men, 999 spaces 
exist, but of that around 500 are in tents and in huts, prefabricated 
types of huts. 

This 200 here will provide them an increment toward their total 
requirement. 

The open mess NCO is similarly, we feel, a real good requirement. 
They require some 10,000 square feet of space and at the present time 
they have only 1,500 feet of space in a quonset hut. In this part of the 4 
world, the entertainment facilities are extremely limited. : 

Senator Stennis. How long do those men stay on an assignment of 
that type? 

Colonel Jackson. It is 18 months to 2 years. 

Colonel Epmonps. It is 2 years for men with families. 

Senator Stennis. Do you send men with families to Adana? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. There is some housing there now in 
the community and in the surplus commodity program we are asking 
authority to build some surplus commodity housing at this location. 

Senator Srennis. Why couldn’t you build this officers’? mess with 
surplus commodities ? 

Colonel Jackson. I do not recall that we have ever built that type 
of facility from surplus commodities. We have built schools and as 
you pointed out earlier we built chapels and of course, we built family 
housing and we are proposing to build a hospital in this year’s pro- 
gram. 

General Dreyer. Without dependents in Turkey it is an 18-month 
tour and with dependents it is a 24-month tour. 

Senator Srennis. I have been to Adana. I remember about the 
situation there, but this Public Law 480 is not broad enough to cover 
items of this class, as I recall. 
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Colonel Jackson. We can go into this if you would like. 

Colonel Lucas. You can provide the necessary funds for support 
of family housing. The law is broad enough to give you that latitude, 

Senator Srennis. I am talking about this open mess. Is it broad 
enough for that ? 

Colonel Lucas. I would say “No” unless it is provided for support 
of people maintaining the houses and that is stretching it quite a ways, 

beatae Srennis. What do you think about it, Colonel ? 

Colonel Epmonps. I don’t think you could stretch it to include that 
as a community-type facility. 

Senator Stennis. I want to know whether the law is broad enough 
in your opinion, to cover anything except the housing. It covers 
the schools. 

Colonel Lucas. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. What else? 

Colonel Lucas. Anything in support of the maintenance of the 
housing or the schools. 

Senator Stennis. Is it limited to those two? 

Colonel Lucas. That’s right. It has to be associated with that. 

Senator Stennis. What is the next item ? 


RAMSTEIN BASE 


Colonel Jackson. The next is Ramstein on page 802 and here we 
are requesting a dependents’ high school, $392,000. This would be 
new authorization this year. 

Mr. Chairman, at the present time, the Air Force children and the 
Army children are being accommodated in the Vogelweh school which 
is close by to Ramstein. This item here would provide an addition 
to that school to take care of the expanded requirements essentially 
brought about by the Air Force load. The Army has stated that with 
the school in the size it is now, they can no longer continue to accom- 
modate the Air Force students since the student load has grown as 
much as it has. 

Senator Stennis. Do you know why you did not take care of that 
with surplus commodity funds? 

Colonel Jackson. Not for certain, Mr. Chairman, but again, this 
is in Germany. I don’t know of any surplus commodities that have 
been used in Germany. 

Secondly, this would be an addition to an Army-owned school and 
offhand, I do not believe that it would be feasible to do this from a 
surplus commodity program. 

Senator Srennis. Let me find out why it was not done. Submit a 
report on that. 

Colonel Jackson. All right, we will do that. 

(The information referred to follows :) 

There has been no surplus commodity family housing program in Germany 
due to the fact that there have been no surplus commodity sales agreements 
under Public Law 480 with Germany by which foreign currency could be 
generated. No such agreements which will generate funds for family housing 
in Germany are foreseen in the future. 

Senator Stennis. I understood that this year you were asking for 
all — new authorizations which as I understood, was commodity 
credit. 
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General Dreyer. In Germany recently we were using our deutsch- 
marks for construction in that country, but, as far as I know, there 
isno program for surplus commodity construction in Germany what- 
soever, and I am doubtful if any currency could be generated in Ger- 
many with surplus commodity. That is the way I visualize that 
situation. 

Senator Stennis. Let us look into that, first, as to how broad that 
law is and, secondly, how your situation is. Maybe the Germans 
have become so prosperous they can demand the money or nothing. I 
think perhaps that is the situation. 

(The information referred to appears on p. 561.) 

Colonel Jackson. I think it probably is. 


WHEELUS AIRBASE 


The next item is Wheelus Airbase, on page 804, requesting here the 
Tacan station, similar to the others we have discussed. 

Senator Stennis. I have been to Wheelus. Is that still an active 
base 4 

Colonel Jackson. Very much so. 

Senator Stennis. What is the next item? 


Woopsripce RAF Station 


Colonel Jackson. Next is Woodbridge RAF Station, on page 806. 
We are asking for two items, a total of $314,000. 

The first is storage base explosive and the second is dining space 
area. The first is an igloo to store ammunition, and the second is to 
provide for feeding and messing of 400 men. They have only 250 
spaces existing to feed 400 men and this was built some years ago. 


Various LocaTIons, GERMANY 


The next item is on page 809, entitled “Various locations, Germany.” 
Here we are requesting two items, operational facilities for $6 million 
and a storage base ammunition. This facility is of a classified nature. 
Perhaps we should put it on our list for classified discussion. 

Senator Stennis. What is the next item. 


Tropo LOCATIONS 


Colonel Jackson. The next item is on page 812, again various loca- 
tions, Tropo. This would provide as the name implies a tropospheric 
scatter system for $2,620,000. 

Senator Srennis. Is that a number of them? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir, it actually involves five locations. It 
would provide a tropospheric scatter installation at five locations to 
provide a reliable communications link into the Middle East. That 
is essentially what we are talking about here. It is a very urgent 
requirement, a very needed thing. Communications in and out of 
the Middle East are an extremely difficult proposition. 

That would complete the U.S. Air Forces in Europe, Mr. Chairman. 
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AIR FORCE SECURITY SERVICES 


CHICKSANDS RAF StTatTIon 


The next would be the Air Force Security Service and the first 
installation of the Security Service is on page 815, Chicksands RAF 
Station. Here we are requesting two items for a total of $1,502,000, 
The first item is an operational facility for the Security Service and 
the second is a dining hall, airmen. This first item which is far and 
away the larger of the two, would provide a structure of some 50,000 
square feet to house the operational functions of the Security Service. 

“ssentially, it would house electronics and communications type 
equipment. It would be air conditioned with dust and humidity con- 
trol built into it. The details regarding this, of course, are in the 
classified area. Wecan go into more detail later. 

The dining hall is strictly a rehabilitation job. 

Senator Stennis. Let us put that one down for the classified session. 


IRAKLION STATION 


Colonel Jackson. Next would be the Iraklion Station, on page 818, 
and we are asking for two items here, electric power and a security 
fence. This power is required essentially to operate the station and 
to provide power for the family quarters proposed under the surplus 
commodity program. The security fence would be a chain link fencing 
for the entire base and also to fence an off-base transmitter site. 

Senator SteNnis. What kind of fence would you build? 

Colonel Jackson. Chain link, 8 feet high. 

Senator Stennis. What is the next item ? 


KARAMURSEL STATION 


Colonel Jackson. The next one is Karamursel, Mr. Chairman. Here 
we are asking for two items. 

Senator Srennis. Where is that # 

Colonel Jackson. Page 821. That is in Turkey. We are asking 
for two items here, dependents’ school and a commissary store. These 
were authorized last year by Public Law 685. Of course, there are no 
dependent schools available in this area, Mr. Chairman. They are 
going to some very extreme lengths right now to educate the children 
who are over there to the extent that mothers at home are actually 
teaching their children under the Calvert system, I believe they call it. 
Training aids and so on are furnished and they are attempting to teach 
them at home. Some of the high school students are being sent to 
Germany. 

Senator Stennis. How many children do you have at this place! 

Colonel Jackson. This request here will provide for 293 students. 

Senator Srennis. Are we going to have a permanent policy that 
they will stay over there indefinitely so that the families will also 
have to go over there and stay ? 

Colonel Jackson. The Security Service is the type of an organiza- 
tion and has the type of an operation where the people who man it 
can look forward to maybe 2 years at a location such as this and 
maybe 2 years more at a place that is just as remote or just as sep- 
arated from the normal niceties of American living as the last. 
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These are very highly qualified type of people, technically skilled, 
and without these facilities for them, they do not have a great deal 
to look forward to. 

Senator Stennis. I am talking about the policy of having to have 
so many people at so many different places in the world doing so 
many things. 

Colonel Jackson. I think in our executive session we can give you 
a lot more on the mission of the Security Service. I am sure you are 
familiar with it already. It is an extremely important mission and 
an extremely important operation and as far as we can see now, it 
is going to continue out into the foreseeeable future. The need will 
certainly continue for a long, long time to come. 


RELATION TO CIA 


Senator Stennis. It was created before I came here. 

Colonel Jackson. This is all part and parcel of the intelligence 
community. 

Senator Stennis. We will talk about that a little more. I am in- 
terested not from the construction standpoint. If you are going to 
be over there, you have to have the buildings. I was just thinking 
about it from the standpoint of the number of places where we have 
people stationed all over the world. 

Colonel Jackson. It is a farflung proposition in this day and time. 

Senator Stennis. Proceed. 


San Viro STATION IN ITALY 


Colonel Jackson. The next one is on page 824. This is San Vito 
in Italy. This, again, Mr. Chairman, is a new installation. This is 
the second increment. It was started last year. The longer lead- 
time items provided last year—this is the second increment which 
would provide the shorter leadtime items and would place them in 
operation. Their mission and functions are similar to the others we 
have discussed. 

LIST OF OVERSEA INSTALLATIONS 


Senator Stennis. Colonel, what about your just adding up the num- 
ber of different places overseas where your bill calls for an installa- 
tion of some kind, an item of some kind ? 

Colonel J,ckson. Would you like for us to limit it to only those in 
the bill this year ? 

Senator Stennis. Could you get it all together for us? 

Colonel Jackson. We would be happy to do that, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Stennis. Do you already have it tabulated ? 

Colonel Jackson. I donot have it at my fingertips. 

Senator Stennis. If it is not too much of a special job I would like 
to have the number you have, whether they are in this bill or not. 

Colonel Jackson. It has been tabulated. As a matter of fact, I 
think it was furnished, but I am not certain of that. 

Senator Srennis. I would like to know. I remember the old Mother 
Goose rhyme. She finally had so many children she didn’t know what 
to do with them, and we might get that way. 

Colonel Jackson. We would be happy to do that. 
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(The information was provided under separate cover (classified) 
to the committee.) 

Senator Stennis. Now, back to page 824. Where is this? 

Colonel Jackson. This is in Italy. 

Senator Stennis. Is this classified ? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes; itis. 

Senator Stennis. Put that down for your classified session, please. 

You have a great number of items but you do not have much 
money. 

Colonel Jackson. We could go through each one if you like. There 
is a great number of them but moneywise, relatively speaking, there is 
no particularly large one in the group. They are shorter leadtime type 
oi items. There are some operational facilities but then there are 
regular community or base support type of items, officers’ quarters, 
chapel, open mess, noncommissioned officers. 


SAMSUN STATION 


The next is on page 847, Samsun. Here we are requesting one item, 
Mr. Chairman, which is a theater. This will be a 150-seat theater 
and it would also double as a chapel at this isolated location. There is, 
of course, nothing of this type that exists. 
Senator Stennis. Where did you say it was? 
Colonel Jackson. Turkey. 
Senator Stennis. What is the next item, please? 


TRABZON STATION 





Colonel Jackson. The next item is at Trabzon. We are requesting 
an item here which is identical to the one we talked about at Samsun, 
a 150-seat theater to be also used asa chapel. 

Senator Stennis. Is thisstill a part of your security setup? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. The last one in the Security Service 
is found on page 821, Project Sandbag. The location is classified. 
We can perhaps put this one down on the list, also. 

Senator Stennis. What isthe next item ? 


A.C. & W. SYSTEM FACILITIES 


Colonel Jackson. The next item Mr. Chairman, brings us to our 
A.C. & W. system overseas. Perhaps overseas is a misnomer. All 
of the items in this particular section of the book are in Canada. 
The pattern of the items are very repetitive, Mr. Chairman. They 
are not necessarily similar to the A.C. & W. items we discussed in 
the Zone of Interior. However, the same type of item does repeat 
very frequently throughout the book. 

For instance, the most prevalent item in this section is electric 
power, the same type of thing we discussed at the A.C. & W. station 
in Alaska. We also found one in Iceland. This would provide in- 
creased power to accommodate new and improved radars which will 
give us greater altitude coverage and so on. 
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TOTAL REQUEST 


Of the $16,927,000 which is contained in this oversea A.C. & W. 
section, $12,982,000 of that is in electric power alone, and it is in- 
volved at 18 locations. 

Senator Stennis. Even if you have a local source, do you still have 
to have this reserve ? 

Colonel Jackson. There is no case here where there is any local 
source. They are all isolated sections, sparsely settled areas of 
Canada. 

The next most prevalent item would be heating plants and this 
would provide a very small addition to the existing heating plant to 
accommodate the facilities that are there and also are proposed here. 

There is also the erection of a maintenance hangar at a DEW line 
station in Canada for $660,000. There are four airfreight and pas- 
senger terminals at four of the main DEW line stations. 

These are identical to two that we discussed in the Alaskan A.C. & W. 
The only difference between the two is their location. These we are 


discussing under Canada, because, of course, that is where they are 
located. 


REIMBURSEMENT TO CANADA 


In addition there is one item of $625,000 which will provide re- 
imbursement to the Canadian Government at various locations. That 
makes up the entire $16,927,000 of this section. 

If you would prefer, we can go through on item-by-item basis but 
that I believe, does provide a complete summary of the types of 


things that are in this section. Perhaps you might like to turn 
through some of the pages and see how the pattern runs. 

Senator Stennis. I have turned through some pages here and 
looked at them. 

Colonel Jackson. I would like to emphasize again, that of this 
entire amount the big preponderance is in electric power. 

Senator Stennis. And this is all a part of your A.C. & W. setup? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 


CANADIAN COOPERATION 


Senator Srennis. I notice they cooperate to some degree, but in the 
building and in the operation of these stations, do the Canadians take 
any part in it? 

Colonel JAcKson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Srennis. Do they pay part of the costs? 

Colonel Jackson. I believe the way the thing was initially set up 
is that we built several of the stations up there and the Canadians 
are operating them, actually manning a lot of them. 

These stations that we are talking about here, however, are USAF- 
manned stations in Canada. It is really, Mr. Chairman, an exten- 
sion of our Zone of Interior A.C. & W. network. 

General Dreyer. There are three types of facilities up there, some 
that we have built for ourselves and manned, and others we built 
for the Canadians which they are managing and those which the 
Canadians built and are managing themselves, but it all fits into 
radar stations network. 
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Senator Stennis. The more I see of this military worldwide pro- 
ay I wonder how much fear we do have about us or what little 
aith we have in our own striking power. I do not know where the 
balance is. It looks like we are running around like little children 
trying to hide everything. A warning system is our main defense. 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir, and to assure that it gets off in proper 
time. 

Senator Srennis. What is the next item ? 

Colonel Jackson. That would cover the A.C. & W. section overseas 
aud then we can turn to AFOAT, which is on page 921. These two 
facilities, Mr. Chairman, I am afraid I will have to ask you to put 
these on the classified list. 

Senator Srennis. Yes, I mentioned that this morning. 


MINOR CONSTRUCTION 


Colonel Jackson. This is similar to the one we mentioned this 
morning except that these are overseas and the ones we mentioned 
this morning are in the United States. Then we get to 924 and 925. 
This is what we call our open and permanent authorities. The items 
are continuing authorizations each year and we fund against them. 
The first one is on page 925 entitled “Minor Construction,” $17 mil- 
lion. This is to provide, Mr. Chairman, a source of funds and money 
for the construction of projects, in which the total estimated cost for 
any one project cannot exceed $200,000. This program is designed 
to accommodate unforeseen requirements which arise throughout the 
year. We have found this to be an extremely valuable thing to us in 
accommodating missions and requirements that come up bet ween legis- 
lative cycles. In each case, the project above a certain amount has to 
go to the Office, Secretary of Defense, for certification of need as to 
national urgency and so on. 


1959 APPROPRIATIONS 


Senator Stennis. How much did we have in last year? 

Colonel Jackson. $16 million. 

Senator Srennis. How much have you spent during some com- 
pleted 12-month pericd lately ? 

Mr. Surrr. We obligated $16,986,216 during fiscal year 1958. 

Senator Srennis. I think that is all right. I understand that. 
What is next ? 

SUPPORTING ACTIVITIES 


Colonel Jackson. Turning over, Mr. Chairman, to the supporting 
activities which covers several items, the total amount is $14.3 million. 
It is broken down into four main categories. One would be “Access 
roads,” two would be “Land acquisition,” three is “Surplus commodity 
housing” and four is “Title 8 housing support.” If we can take them 
one at a time, the first on page 929 is access roads. We are requesting 
here a clearance, as you can see, of $4 million for access roads in fiscal 
year 1960. The actual construction of these roads, Mr. Chairman, is 
conducted through the Bureau of Public Roads. It is to provide fer 
either the construction of roads or the improvement of roads which 
are located off base. These requirements are generated through the 
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establishment of new activities such as missile sites, A.C. & W. activi- 
ties. It is also generated by the need, when a runway, for instance, 
is extended and we sever a public highway to relocate the highway. 
This is to take care of the many, many requirements that come up 
throughout the year involving public highways. 

Senator Srennis. Do you think this is a sufficient amount? 

Colonel Jackson. We would prefer if we could, Mr. Chairman, to 
have additional money in it. 

Senator Srennis. How have you been running on it the last few 
year's ¢ 

Colonel Jackson. Last year I believe we had $5 million cleared 
against this. It is in that neighberhood, around $5 million. 


WORK WITH BUREAU OF PUBLIC ROADS 


Senater Stennis. The Bureau of Public Roads looks into it and 
then if they decide to build it they build it but you furnish the money, 
isthat correct ? 

Colonel Jackson. That is correct. 

General Dreyer. They usually work with the State on this. 

Mr. Surrr. Our obligation during fiscal year 1958 was in the 
amount of $5,638,000. 

Senator Srennis. Make a note of that that they spent more last 
year than they are asking for now. 

Colonel EpmMonps. We may have an urgent requirement for more 
access roads than we have in this program at the present time. The 
number of missile sites that are coming in this next year are generating 
quite a requirement in many instances for access roads funds. The 
only reason I mention that, Mr. Chairman, is if we find that this $4 
million does not cover these urgent requirements, we may have to come 
back to the committee for reprograming sometime in the year when 
we have used this up. It is an open and permanent authorization so 
the authorization problem will not be involved. 

Senator Srennis. All right; what is the next item ? 


LAND ACQUISITION 


Colonel Jackson. The next item is land acquisition, on page 931. 
Here we are asking for clearance of $300,000. This is to provide for 
the acquisition of minor parcels of land. By minor I mean parcels 
that cost under $25,000, and are noncontiguous to another piece of land. 
This is open and permanent authority and it has been a very, very 
valuable source of expediting real estate transactions in support of 
construction programs. 

Senator Stennis. $300,000 will not go very far. 

Colonel Jackson. We have actual definitized requirements of around 
$139,000, and we have estimated items unforeseen that will make up 
the balance. It is a very modest amount. We hope that this will be 
sullicient for operations next year. 

Senator Srennis. What is the next item ? 


SURPLUS COMMODITY HOUSING 


_Colonel Jackson. The next item is surplus commodity housing for 
$1 million. This is the appropriated fund support of the surplus 
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commodity program and, as I am sure you know, it would provide 
where needed American-type hardware and fixtures, things of that 
nature for the erection and construction of surplus commodity housing 
which cannot be obtained in the overseas area. . 

Senator Stennis. Yousaid American-type hardware. Do you mean 
things they ordinarily do not put in? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir; I think a good example would be where 
toilets would not be up to American standards. 

Senator Srennis. Is that million dollars enough? That is mighty 
small if you are going to have much of a program. 

Colonel Jackson. We hope it will be enough based on the surplus 
commodities that are generated, but if the requirement for additional 
appropriated funds does in fact. generate, then we will have to come 
back to the committee and ask for approval to exceed this. 


CAPEHART HOUSING 


The next item, and I think the last item, in the unclassified sec- 
tion, is the title VIII housing support, and here we are asking for a 
total of $9 million. 

Senator Stennis. What do you call title VIII housing ? 

Colonel Jackson. That is Capehart program, Mr. Chairman. This 
amount that we are asking for here is to provide the appropriated 
funds support for the Capehart program. It provides for. the pur- 
chase of land and necessary utilities. It provides for A. & E. services 
and FHA services and title search. 

Senator Stennis. How much have you been using ? 

Colonel Jackson. We received $16.8 million last year. 

Senator Stennis. How much have you used for some recent com- 
parable period ? 

Mr. Surir. Obligations through May 31 in fiscal year 1959 include 
$14.4 million for land and utilities and $5.3 million for architect- 
engineering services, for a total of $19.7 million under this authority. 
These obligations have resulted from approved programs funded in 
fiscal year 1959 and prior years. Substantially all of the amount ap- 
proved in fiscal year 1959 is now in the hands of the construction 
agency. 

Senator Stennis. Total amount for what? 

Mr. Surir. $16.8 million for the title 8 program. 


Senator Stennis. Do you mean that is what you had for the year 
1959? 


Mr. Surir. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

Colonel Jackson. We had a clearance for $16.8 million in 1959. 

Senator Srennis. You list these two items. I see there is a differ- 
ence in priority. 

Colonel Jackson. In our process of having to “priority” the pro- 
gram, it just so worked out that we had so many things that had to 
go into our group 1 that we just could not fit them all in there, so 
we had to make, in effect, some arbitrary breakage of certain items 
in order to make the thing balance out. 

In this case we put $5 million in group 1 and $4 million in group 2. 

That would complete the unclassified portion of our program. 





ride 
hat 
Ng 
eal 
1ere 
‘hty 
plus 


nal 
ome 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION APPROPRIATIONS, 1960 479 


OTHER ITEMS 


Senator Stennis. Are there any other language requirements that 
you need that you know of ? 

Colonel Jackson. None that I know. 

Senator Stennis. Are there any other items in the bill that are un- 
classified that you want to discuss ? 

Colonel Jackson. Perhaps you might like to hear from the guard 
and the Reserve at this time. 

Senator Srennis. Thank you, Colonel, very much. We will not 
have time to get into your classified projects this afternoon because I 
have some other appointments. We will have to recess when we do 
until an unspecified time. That is about all I can say, but we will tr 
to finish this up next week. Remember that before we finish you will 
have a chance to bring in anything additional on items that you over- 
looked now or did not finish. Bring me that extra data so we will 
have it. I would also like to have a list of those installations just to 
see how many times we have touched the globe. 

Thank you very much, gentlemen. 


Atm Nationat Guarp 


STATEMENTS OF MAJ. GEN. WINSTON P. WILSON, CHIEF, AIR FORCE 
DIVISION, NATIONAL GUARD BUREAU ; LEWIS E. TURNER, OFFICE 
OF ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE AIR FORCE (FINANCIAL 
MANAGEMENT); COL. JOE F. MEIS, COMPTROLLER, AIR FORCE 
DIVISION, NATIONAL GUARD BUREAU; COL. WILLIAM J. BATTI- 
SON, AIR FORCE DIVISION, NATIONAL GUARD BUREAU ; HERBERT 
SUFIT, DIRECTORATE OF BUDGET; COL. ARTHUR C. SMITH, DI- 
RECTORATE OF BUDGET; LT. COL. CARL L. AUBREY, AIR FORCE 
DIVISION, NATIONAL GUARD BUREAU; LT. COL. JOE C. WALTERS, 
AIR FORCE DIVISION, NATIONAL GUARD BUREAU; AND PETER J. 
HAGAN, AIR FORCE DIVISION, NATIONAL GUARD BUREAU 


ALPENA, MicH., ConTroL TOWER 


Colonel Mets. General Wilson asked me to express his regrets that 
he would not be able to be here. 

Senator Srennis. Express my regrets to him. I had looked for- 
ward to seeing him. 

Colonel Mets. We are asking for a total of $17 million for the mili- 
tary construction program Air National Guard fiscal year 1960. To 
get into specific line items, the first one is found on page 9, which is 
acontrol tower for Alpena, Mich. This is one of our permanent field 
training sites. The present tower has been condemned by AACS and 
Wwe are using a mobile tower. 

Senator Stennis. I think that is enough on that. 


ALVIN CALLENDAR 


Colonel Mrrs. The next line item is on page 11, this is a runway 
arresting gear at Alvin Callendar. This is a mechanism installed at 
the end of the runway to minimize the risk in takeoffs and so on. We 

42550—59 31 
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have repetitive items of this type in the program. I will refer to 
them as such. 
BAER FIELD 


The next item on page 13 is a runway extension at Baer Field in 
Indiana. At this location we are equipped with F-84F aircraft. We 
presently have 8,000 feet. We have a requirement for a 1,000-foot 
extension to provide for safety of operation of that type of aircraft. 


BARNES FIELD 


On page 15 a hangar at Barnes Field in Massachusetts. At the 
present time we are operating out of a World War II type hangar 
which has been condemned by the Corps of Engineers and this will 
provide for a new hangar at that facility. 

Senator Srennis. How badly do you need that? I know you need 
it or you would not be asking for it. Do you think it is essential that 
you get it now? Isn’t there something else you would rather have! 

Colonel Mets. We are considering this one of our higher priority 
items. In other words, the old hangar has been condemned and due 
to weather conditions in that area and the operation of F-86 type air- 
craft we feel it is essential for the proper type of maintenance. 

Senator Stennis. Do you mean it is unsafe? 

Colonel Mets. It is structurally unsafe and so condemned by the 
Corps of Engineers. 


BUCKLEY FIELD 


On page 17, Buckley Field, we have one line item there, the re- 
moval of two radio towers. These towers belong to the radio station 
KOA and are in the approach zone of the north-south runway. It is 


a flying hazard at the present time, particularly under GCA condi- 
tions. 


Senator Stennis. Do you have to buy any land ? 

Colonel Mets. No, sir; there is no land involved. This is just re- 
moval of the KOA towers which extend into the glide angle of the 
runway. 

Senator Stennis. They are going to let you move them ? 

Colonel Mets. Yes, sir. 


Camp WILLIAMS, WIs. 


The next line item is on page 19, runway arresting gear at Camp 
Williams, Wis. This isa repetitive-type item. 


CHEYENNE, Wyo., RUNWAY 


The next item is on page 21, a runway extension at Cheyenne, Wyo. 
At this location we are using F-86L-type aircraft. We have 9,(00 
feet. of runway, and we are asking for a 1,000-foot extension. 

_ On page 23, at Congaree Air Force Base, S. C., that is a repetitive 
item. 

On page 25, also a repetitive item, runway barrier at Detroit, Mich. 

Senator Srennis. What about page 27? 
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GEIGER FIELD, WASH. 


Colonel Mets. On page 27 there is a buildup shop at Geiger Field 
in Washington. This unit is equipped with F-89D aircraft, twin- 
engine jets with the afterburners which requires additional space for 
the proper inspection, repair, and buildup of engines. 


GOWEN FIELD, Borst, IDAHO 


The next item on page 29, Gowen Field, Boise, Idaho, again a run- 
way extension. We presently have 9,000 feet. We are asking for 
an extension of 1,000 feet. This is a permanent field training site 
and we have a unit stationed there flying F-89B-type aircraft. 

Senator Srennis. The same thing on page 31, except you have an 
operational apron ? 

Colonel Mets. Yes, sir. That is to provide a deficiency that existed 
there since they converted to the F-86L-type aircraft. 

Senator Stennis. Do you have a priority list as between these items 
here? Do you have a relative priority list’ 

Colonel Mets. No, sir; not as such. We have listed all these as of 
equal priority. 

Senator Stennis. Is page 34 the same item ? 

Colonel Mets. Yes, sir; that is a repetitive item. 

Senator Stennis. What about page 36? 


FAcIniry IN HAWAII 


Colonel Mets. Page 36 provides for an A.C. & W. facility in Hawaii. 
This is what the general mentioned when he was here before, this pro- 
vides the A.C. & W. surveillance for the Hawaiian Islands. The Air 
National Guard has that mission assigned and there are two such loca- 
tions in this 1960 program. 

Senator Srennis. You are operating these / 

Colonel Mets. Yes, sir; that is on a 24-hour basis. 

On page 38, a runway extension plus an overrun and a barrier at 
Hancock Field, N.Y. Again, the barrier is a repetitive item. The 
runway is a 1,000-foot extension to provide for the safety of operation. 

Senator Stennis. What is next? 


Hector Fievtp, Fareo, N. DAK. 


Colonel Mets. On page 42, a runway extension. This is at Hector 
Field, Fargo, N. Dak. At this location we presently have 7,000 feet 
and we are asking for 2,000 feet extension to accommodate the F-89D- 
type aircraft assigned to this organization. 

Senator Srennis. I thought we finished up the extension of most 
runways a year or two ago. Will this about complete your problems 
on extensions ? 

Colonel Mets. No, sir; not entirely. These requirements will con- 
tinue to generate as we modernize our inventory. 


HENSLEY FIELD 


On page 45, Hensley Field. This is to provide a complete squadron 
facility. At the present time this is a Naval Reserve station. We are 
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using World War II temporary-type facilities that have been made 
available to us by the Navy ona temporary basis, and this is to provide 
our initial facilities at this location. 

Senator Stennis. Is that not a rather large hangar? 

Colonel Mets. This is standard size, which will accommodate a tac- 

tical squadron with 25 F-86’s and 1 C-47 asa support type. 

On page 52, a hangar and apron for our tactical organization in 
Hawaii. 

Senator Srennis. Just a minute. Let me look at some of these 
other items. Go ahead with page 52. 


HicKHAM AIR Force Bass, T.H. 


Colonel Mrts. Page 52, to provide a hangar and operational apron 
at Hickam Air Force Base in Hawaii. It is equipped with F-86L- 
type aircraft. Again, we have not had permanent facilities. They 
have been using temporary facilities provided by the Air Force. T hey 
are presently planning the construction of a hangar consisting of 70),- 
500 square feet and, of course, the adjoining operational apron. 

Senator Srennts. What authorization bill do you get this hangar in? 

Colonel Mets. In the 1960 authorization bill. 

Senator Stennis. Proceed. 


HvuLMAN FIetp, INp. 


Colonel Mets. On page 55, a runway extension, Hulman Field, Ind. 


Here we have F-84F-type aircraft. We are asking for a 1,000-foot 
ex‘ension. 


On page 57, A.C. & W.-type facility. This is the other one I men- 
tioned in Hawaii. 


Senator Stennis. You are operating those yourself, the Air Na- 
tional Guard ? 

Colonel Mets. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. What is next? 


LittLteE Rock Arr Force BASE 


Colonel Mets. Page 59, Little Rock Air Force Base in Arkansas. 
This is to provide for a hangar and an operational apron at Little 
Rock Air Force Base. At the present time we are operating off Adams 
Field where we have B-57-type aircraft assigned. Adams Field will 
no longer accommodate this type aircraft. It is a reconnaissance-type 
tactical bomber. 

Senator Stennis. I thought they had gone out of use. 

Mr. Surir. The aircraft inv entory. Mr. Chairman, of the Air Force, 
makes these aircraft available to the Air National Guard. There 
are still some in the inventory of the Air Force. 

Colonel Mets. We use them primarily as reconnaissance types. 

Senator Stennis. Why would you have to build a big hangar, $1.6 
million? Could you not use something else? Is there not something 
else available ? 

Colonel Mets. There are no facilities available on Little Rock base 
for use of the Air National Guard. This is a SAC base and all the 
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facilities are being utilized. This is a new requirement at this par- 
ticular location. 
Senator Svennis. All right. 


Mempnuis Base 


Colonel Mets. On page 62, Memphis Air Force Base, Tenn. Here 
again we are providing a hangar, and auto maintenance shop, paint, 
oil, and drop storage building and the arrester barrier. The hangar 
we are using is a World War II type structure which was built during 
the war for a 10-year life expectancy and it also has been condemned 
by the Corps of Engineers, so we are asking for money to replace this 
hangar. 

. Morris Fretp, N.C. 


The next item is Morris Field, Charlotte, N.C., the runway arrester 
barrier, one of the repetitive-type items, on page 69. 

Senator Stennis. That isthe same thing ? 

Colonel Mets. Yes, sir; arepetitiveitem. This is at O’Hare. 


Stoux Fats, S. Dak. 


On page 71, Sioux Falls, S. Dak. This is an engine buildup shop. 
Again it is equipped with the 89D’s which have the afterburners 
and we need additional space for inspection and repair of the engines. 

Senator Stennis. What is the next item ? 


SPRINGFIELD, OHIO 


Colonel Mets. Page 73, Springfield, Ohio, control tower. At this 
location we are presently using a mobile-type unit. We do not have 
a control tower and this is to provide for the safety of operation. 

Senator Srennis. What is next? 


OTHER ITEMS 


Colonel Mets. Truax Field, Madison, Wis., engine buildup shop, 
89D’s requiring additional space for engine repair and buildup. 

Page 77 at Tucson, Ariz., engine buildup shop, and the same thing 
applies there. 

Tulsa, Okla., runway arrester barrier, again a repetitive item. 

That concludes the program. 
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Arr Force REsERvVE 


STATEMENTS OF BRIG. GEN. FELIX L. VIDAL, DEPUTY FOR AIR 
FORCE RESERVE AFFAIRS, ASSISTANT CHIEF OF STAFF, RESERVE 
FORCES; LEWIS E. TURNER, OFFICE OF ASSISTANT SECRETARY 
OF THE AIR FORCE (FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT); HERBERT 
SUFIT, DIRECTORATE OF BUDGET; COL. ARTHUR C. SMITH, DI- 
RECTORATE OF BUDGET; ELMER F. LYNCH, ASSISTANT CHIEF 
OF STAFF, RESERVE FORCES; COL. A. J. HANNA, CHIEF, SUPPORT 
AND FISCAL BRANCH, DEPUTY FOR AIR FORCE RESERVE AF. 
FAIRS, ASSISTANT CHIEF OF STAFF, RESERVE FORCES; AND 
WILLIAM C. GELBMAN, DEPUTY CIU, CHIEF, DEFENSE AND 
SUPPORT BRANCH, PROGRAMS DIVISION, DIVISION OF CIVIL 
ENGINEERING 


ALL-PURPOSE HANGAR AT O'HARE FIELD, CHICAGO 


Senator Srennis. Could you make a general statement now? 

Colonel Hanna. General Vidal is in Denver with General Wilson 
and he would like to be here also. 

Senator Stennis. We are glad to have you here and wish he could 
have been here, too. Give us your general statement now. 

Colonel Hanna. We are asking for $1.6 million for an all- -purpose 
hangar at O’Hare Field in Chicago. The one they have been using 
has been condemned and will be demolished. We are asking for $1. 
million for apron rehabilitation and strengthening at three different 
locations, at Ellington, O’Hare, and Portland. 


AREAS INVOLVED 


Senator Stennis. Is that $1.3 million at each one? 

Colonel Hanna. No, sir; that covers the three. 

Four hundred and twelve thousand dollars is for warehousing of 
supplies at three different locations. One hundred and thirty-one 
thousand dollars is for dormitories to go at three different locations, 
at, Davis, General Mitchell, and Willow Grove. 

Senator Stennis. That wouldn’t be v ery much. 

Colonel Hanna. It is just a 50-man dormitory at each location. 
They perhaps couldn’t cover all that is required. 

We are asking for $430,000 to cover a fire station, taxiway light- 
ing, wash rack, heating plant, water distribution mains and $120,000 
for planning and designing of future construction, and that is our 
program. 

Senator Stennis. The total amount is how much? 

Colonel Hanna. $4,093,000. 


ADEQUACY OF REQUEST 


Senator Srennis. It looks like this training you give men, keeping 
them i in condition, and utilizing all their know ledge—it seems to me 
like you ought to have a larger program. 

Colonel Hanna. We were cut down considerably. 
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Senator Stennis. You do not have a single large item here unless 
you would call these hangars large. 

* Colonel Hanna. The one hangar is the largest item. 

Senator Srpnnis. Why do you have to build a heating plant there? 
That is on page 23. 

Colonel Hanna. That goes with the hangar to supply the heating 
at this location. 

Senator Stennis. Is there anything else you want to say ? 

Colonel Hanna. No, sir; I think that covers it. 

Senator Stennis. There is a warehouse at Richards-Gebaur? 

Colonel Hanna. That is out in Kansas City. 

Senator Stennis. Are these dormitories for the airmen used only 
on weekends ? 

Colonel Hanna. That is a new item that we have not had before. 
We are trying a 50-man dormitory. We have at these places people 
who travel over 50 miles or more than 2 hours, and we are going 
to try it. 

Senator Srennis. They are quite nice. I saw one of them some- 
place—LI have forgotten where now. We thank you very much. I 
enjoyed this very much. I wish we could stay a little longer and take 
up some of the classified items. I will see you some time next week. 

Thank you, gentlemen. I hope you have a nice weekend. 

The committee is now recessed. 

(Whereupon, at 4:45 p.m., Friday, June 26, 1959, the committee was 
recessed subject to call of the Chair.) 








MILITARY CONSTRUCTION APPROPRIATIONS FOR 1960 


FRIDAY, JULY 24, 1959 
U.S. SENATE, 


SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE COMMITTEE 
on APPROPRIATIONS, 
Washington, D.C. 

The subcommittee met at 10 a.m., pursuant to cal], in room 1114, 
New Senate Office Building, Hon. John Stennis, chairman of the sub- 
committee, presiding. 

Present: Senators Stennis, Johnson, Byrd, and Bridges. 

Also present: Senators Carroll and Cotton. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FoRCE 


JAMES CONNALLY AIR Force Bask, TEx. 


STATEMENT OF HON. LYNDON B. JOHNSON, A U.S. SENATOR 
FROM THE STATE OF TEXAS 


GENERAL STATEMENT 


Senator Stennis. The committee will be in order. 

Gentlemen, we have a full day mapped out. First we are going 
to hear the Members of the Congress on any matters that they have 
special interest in that are in this bill or should be in the bill. Next 
we are going to have some special testimony presented at the request 
of the subcommittee pertaining to the National Guard construction 
program. Then we are going to have an executive session to hear 
classified projects presented by the different services. 

The following Senators have requested to be heard: Senators 
Bridges of New Hampshire, Johnson of Texas, Byrd of West Virginia, 
Carroll of Colorado, Cotton of New Hampshire and Representative 
Gray of Illinois. I will call on these gentlemea now in the order in 
which they appear. 

Senator Johnson, we just announced you would be in. 

Senator Jonnson. Mr. Chairman, I am grateful to you. 

Senator Stennis. We would be delighted to hear from you. 

_ Senator Jounson. I have a very brief statement to make concern- 
ing James Connally Air Force Base at Waco, Tex. 

A serious condition exists at James Connally Air Force Base due to 
the absence of an adequate parallel runway from which the jet air- 
craft used in pilot training can be operated safely. This base is one 
of the major flying training bases in the Air Force with three primary 
flying missions including radar intercept training, primary-basic navi- 
gator training, and instrument pilot instructor schoo]. A total of 162 
aircraft operate from this base, including 115 of the jet type. With 
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this number of aircraft engaged in flight training activities, there is a 
tremendous number of aircraft takeoffs and landings from the run- 
ways each day. 


MAGNITUDE OF AIRCRAFT OPERATIONS 


The magnitude of the aircraft operations at James Connally Air 
Force Base is shown by the following figures. 


Number of operations 


| Recipro- 
Month Jet cating 
aircraft aircraft 


April 1958_.._- 
May 1958... 
June 1958_.....--- 
July 1958 

August 1958 i 
September 1958 


. 994 
S18 
9, 226 
403 

, 431 


. Td2 


56, 604 | 


The average number of operations as taken from base _ records 
during active hours are as follows: 


Daily periods | Number of | Number per 
operations | hour 
| 


0630 to 1200 
1230 to 1630 
1730 to 2200 


191 | 
259 
169 
Total (14 hours) - 619 


1 Hourly average. 


DUAL RUNWAYS MANDATORY 


It can readily be seen that with this volume of runway traffic, dual 
runways are mandatory if the required schedule of flight training 
operations is to be maintained. Under these conditions, parallel 
runways are essential to provide efficient and economical training 
operations utilizing mixed aircraft. Further, the limited supply of 
fuel carried by jet aircraft requires that no delay be encountered in 
takeoffs and landing. 

In order to conduct the training missions at James Connally Air 
Force Base, it has been necessary to use the outside portion of the 
ramp, or parking apron, as an expedient form of a runway. This not 
only sterilizes about 175,000 square yards of the apron which is badly 
needed for aircraft parking purposes, but creates a highly dangerous 
and hazardous situation, since the portion used for runway operations 
is only 350 feet from rows of parked aircraft. Due to the extremel) 
close proximity of the runway operations to the aircraft parking area, 
the runway is being operated under a waiver of safety distance criteria 
which is an unacceptable condition for prolonged duration considering 
the potential danger it creates both to life and to millions of dollars 
worth of expensive aircraft. 
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CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION 


The need for a properly located parallel runway at James Connally 
Air Force Base was first recognized by the Air Force and the Depart- 
ment of Defense in 1956, and the Congress authorized the construc- 
tion of a new runway in Public Law 968, 84th Congress, the fiscal 
year 1957 construction authorization act. Subsequently, it was nec- 
essary to defer construction of the project due to cost increases 
determined by further engineering investigation which made the 
authorization insufficient. Last year the Congress in Public Law 
85-685 amended this authorization to provide the increased author- 
ization amount necessary to permit construction of the new parallel 
runway. The project was included in the fiscal year 1959 military 
construction appropriation request of the Air Force but was deferred 
during final congressional actions on the program. 

The need for this project is no less urgent than it has been previ- 
ously and again has been confirmed by the Air Force, the Department 
of Defense, and the Bureau of the Budget. However, in view of the 
overall limitation on Air Force military construction appropriations 
for fiscal year 1960 and the number of other high priority defense 
requirements, the Air Force did not find it possible to include the 
James Connally runway in their fiscal year 1960 program. 


TOTAL PROJECT COST 


The required project to provide this badly needed facility consists 
of the construction of a new parallel runway 8,600 feet long, and 150 
feet wide with a 25,000 pound single wheel loading capacity. The 
total current cost of the project, ine Tuding necessary supporting items 
to provide a completely usable runway, is $3,500,000. A detailed 
breakdown of the project estimate is as follows: 

Parallel runway, 143,333 square vards_.____----~-- _. $1, 573, 000 
Runway overrun, 28,333 square yards__ 2 ps sce nats Gatos xeon 121, 000 
Taxiway, runway access, 32,490 square y yards_- Pewee : 306, 000 
Blast p: id, 8,890 square yards__- Sepang 33, 000 
Pad, warm-up holding, 6,200 square yards_- Beaeee 45, 000 
Lighting, taxiw ay, runw ay approach, landing strip----- 487, 000 
Site preparation, landing BPP sao . ; . 817, 000 
Relocation of facilities, landing strip___.._._________----------- 118, 000 


Total sates sie ie oe , 500, 000 
PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS 


No additional land is required for this project. The final plans and 
specifications are completed and the project can be placed under con- 
tract promptly upon approval and release of the construction funds. 

It is recognized that there are many important and high priority 
defense construction requirements which must compete for available 
funds within reasonable and prudent budget limits. However, in 
view of the recognized importance of this project and to insure ‘the 
accomplishment ‘of the assigned missions and the safety of the air- 
crews, it is recommended that the project for construction of a parallel 
runway at James Connally Air Force Base, at a total cost of $3,500,000 
be included in the approved Air Force military construction appropria- 
tion for fiscal year 1960. 

That completes my statement, Mr. Chairman. I know you will 
give it the consideration it deserves, and I am very grateful to you. 





490 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION APPROPRIATIONS, 1960 


TOTAL OPERATIONS PER HOUR 


Senator Stennis. I remember this project from last year. There 
is one important point. Did you say you have 45 operations per hour 
from this present runway? That means that many takeoffs per hour? 

Senator Jonnson. That is right. 

Senator Stennis. That is in the training. 

Senator Jonnson. Almost one a minute. That is why they need 
an alternate runway there. I would think that over a period of 
time public funds would be well conserved because of the delay 
incident to takeoff and to landing where you have only one runway, 
to say nothing of the fact that if you have an accident your whole 
apron area is covered with planes that can be damaged. They all 
see that; the Congress has taken action twice in authorizations, and 
I think the longer we postpone it, the more it will cost us. 


SPECIAL TRAINING BASE 


Senator Stennis. Is James Connally a special training base? 

Senator Jonnson. It has a triple function. It has primary basic 
navigator training, instrument pilot instructor school, and radar 
intercept training. 

Senator Stennis. That is the Air Force, of course. 

Senator Jounson. I have flown in some of their planes—these radar 
equipped planes—and they take a whole load of young airmen out 
in traming. We have 44. 93 average operations per hour. 

Senator Stennis. It is very interesting, and we thank you. 

Senator Jounson. I am very grateful to you, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Stennis. Senator Byrd, we will be glad to hear from you 


concerning the matters you are interested in. You may proce¢ ed as 
you wish. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 


STATEMENT OF HON. ROBERT C. BYRD, A U.S. SENATOR FROM 
THE STATE OF WEST VIRGINIA 


NATIONAL GuARD ARMORIES 


Senator Byrp. I wish to appear today in support of additional 
funds for the purpose of construction of National Guard armories in 
West Virginia. Public Law 85-685 authorized the construction of six 
National Guard armories in West Virginia, the six to be located at 
Beckley, Keyser, Logan, Gassway, Weston, and Clarksburg. ‘The 
Beckley armory would cost a total of $275,000 with the Federal share 
of $200,000. The Keyser armory would cost a total of $212,000 of 
which $157,000 would be the Federal share, and the remaining four 
would cost $254,000 each with a Federal share of $189,000 in each 
case. 

Only two of these armories have been given hope of being funde d. 
The Federal share for the Beckley armory is provided in the Presi- 
dent’s budget for fiscal year 1960, and I understand that the funds will 
be released soon after July 1 

I also understand, Nir. C hairman, that the committee has a letter 
indicating that the Keyser armory will also be funded this year. 
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The other four armories, however, appear consigned to remain un- 
funded and unbuilt for the immediate future. Therefore, Mr. Chair- 
man, I respectfully urge that moneys be appropriated this year so 
that the National Guard can go forward with these four West Virginia 
projects. ; , ; 

Senator Srennis. Would you permit an interruption right there, 
because this is the key to the whole matter, as I see it. 

Senator Byrp. Yes, sir. 


ARMORIES ON STATE PRIORITY LIST 


Senator Stennis. Passing aside the ones you have authorized for 
which funds are already in the bill, you are discussing four additional 
armories that are authorized and are on your State priority list. 

Senator Byrp. Yes. 

Senator Stennis. And available for construction during the fiscal 
year 1960, provided additional funds above the budget estimates are 
put iv this bill. 

Senator Byrp. That is correct. 

Senator Stennis. That is the vital question. Just address your- 
self to that. Your State money is available. I am sure your state- 
ment will cover, but I want the record to be unmistakeable on this. 
Will you cover that point? 

Senator Byrp. I welcome that question, Mr. Chairman. I have 
been assured by officials in West Virginia that if the funds for the 
Federal share of the cost for these armories can be included in the 
appropriations bill for fiscal year 1960, the State can and the State 
will immediately raise its share of the cost through the issuance of 
armory board revenue bonds. These officials have informed me that 
sites for the armories are already owned by the State at each location 
and that the plans and specifications for the armories are near com- 
pletion so that the construction of the armories could be started within 
45 days after the release of the Federal money. 

Senator Stennis. That is a very significant statement now, and I 
know it is correct. Do you have an official communication that you 
could file with us from the State for the record? 


LETTER FROM STATE ARMORY PROGRAM COORDINATOR 


Senator Byrp. Yes, Mr. Chairman. I appreciate your offering me 
this opportunity to include in the record a letter supplying this 
information and I would like to include in the record, with your per- 
mission, a letter which was addressed to me on April 23 of this year 
by Col. J. Henry Francis, Jr., the armory program coordinator in 
the State of West Virginia. In this letter he points out that, if the 
funds for the Federal share could be included in this bill, the State 
can and will raise its money. He points out that the sites are owned 
already and the work can be gotten underway almost immediately 
after the release of these moneys. 

Senator Srennis. The letter will be inserted in the record at this 
point. 
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(The letter referred to follows:) 


CHARLESTON, W. Va., April 23, 1959, 
Senator Rospert C. Byrp, 
U.S. Senate Office Building, Washington, D.C. 


Dear Bos: This is to confirm our telephone conversation of today, concerning 
authorized armory projects. 

Public Law 85-685 authorized the construction of six National Guard armories 
in West Virginia. These were, as follows: 





Location Federal State Total 


Beckley piace _ 200, 000 75, 000 275, 00) 
Keyser- eRe ieee ae ai oe 157, 000 55, 000 212, 00 
Na Ae gk St 189, 000 65, 000 24, OO 
Gassaway + ae 189, 000 65, 000 254, 000 
Weston. | 189, 000 65, 000 254, OM 
Clarksburg Bere Bee eee nlenh a ckptiaa une eeoeel 189, 000 | 65, 000 | 254; 0 





Sufficient money is provided in the President’s fiscal year 1960 budget for the 
construction of Beckley, and these funds should be released right after July 1, 

There are no funds appropriated for the construction of the other five armories, 
if funds for the Federal share of the cost of these armories could be included in 
the appropriation bill for fiscal year 1960, the State can and will immediately 
raise its share of the cost through the issuance of Armory Board revenue bonds. 
Sites are owned by the State at each location and plans and specifications are in 
process of completion, so that construction could be started within 45 days of the 
release of the Federal money. 

It is our hope that you will be able to include in the fiscal year 1960 appropria- 
tion bill sufficient funds for the Federal share of the construction of the five 
armories at Keyser, Logan, Gassaway, Weston and Clarksburg. If such is done, 
the funds should be earmarked for these projects, if possible. 

Practically every other State also has projects which were authorized in Public 
Law 85-685 but for which no funds are available. 

The total amount of such authorized projects is approximately $10 million. 
Details concerning such authorized projects can be obtained from Col. George N. 
Kibler, chief, installations branch, National Guard Bureau. His telephone 
number is Liberty 56700, extension 71732. 

Sincerely yours, 
J. Henry FrANcris, Jr., 
Armory Program Coordinator. 


UNEMPLOYMENT IN WEST VIRGINIA 


Senator Byrp. | will not impose further on your time. I appreciate 
the opportunity to appear. 

Senator Stennis. You may take such time as you need. This 
matter being outside of the budget is going to be scrutinized carefully 
and should be by the committees. I want the record to be explicit 
on those points. 

Senator Byrp. Mr. Chairman, I feel that many other States are 
in the same predicament as West Virginia. They have had armories 
authorized but they have not been given the funds with which to 
build the armories. I would like to also ask the subcommittee to 
take into consideration the fact that West Virginia has a high rate of 
unemployment and there are many pockets of labor surplus. I 
realize that this cannot really be a strong consideration, Mr. Chair- 
man, in your deliberations on this matter. You have to consider the 
need for the armories. I realize that this cannot really be a factor in 
vour thinking, but as a Senator from West Virginia, and as a member 
of the Appropriations Committee, it is a factor in my mind, and I 
must confess that this thought comes out in my testimony. I think 
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these new armories would create new jobs in West Virginia, and I 
am sure you will understand my interest in them from that standpoint 
alone if from no other standpoint. I do respectfully urge that con- 
sideration be given to the appropriation of these funds for the four 
armories which have been authorized in West Virginia. 

Senator STENNIS. We thank you for taking the time to come here 
and make this presentation. I wish to assure you that it will be 
given the utmost consideration. Speaking for myself alone, I favor 
stepping up our National Guard armory building program, especially 
where funds have been made available by the States. As you point 
out, the sites are already available for this construction and could be 
put into the initial stages in 45 days, as I understood you. 

Senator Byrp. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. I do not know what the action of the committee 
will be, but certainly we will give it fullest consideration. 

Senator Byrp. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 


NATIONAL GUARD ARMORIES 


Senator Stennis. At this point in the record, I would like to have 
inserted the statement by Senator Jennings Randolph of West Vir- 
ginia. Due to the press of official business, Senator Randolph was 
unable to appear personally. 

(The statement referred to follows:) 


STATEMENT BY SENATOR RANDOLPH 


Mr. Chairman, I am grateful for the opportunity to present a statement in 
support of funds for the construction of four National Guard armories in West 
Virginia, 

The construction of these armories was authorized by the 85th Congress, under 
provisions of Public Law 85-685 but they were not approved for funding. 

The one-unit projects would be located at Logan, Gassaway, Weston, and 
Clarksburg, W. Va., each costing a total of $254,000, with the Federal share 
being $189,000 and the State share amounting to $65,000. 

Mr. Chairman, the armory program coordinator for West Virginia, Col. J. 
Henry Francis, has confirmed that our State already owns the sites on which to 
construct the armories and, further, is prepared to provide its share of funds 
through the sale of Armory Board revenue bonds. Colonel Francis also informs 
me that plans and specifications are so advanced that actual construction could 
proceed in approximately 45 days after the necessary funds were released. 

I would emphasize that West Virginia will be paying approximately one-third 
of the construction cost of the armories which amounts to a total of $260,000. 
This would be a project in which the efforts of State and Federal Governments 
could be coordinated, not only advancing the National Guard program by supply- 
ing needed facilities, but also by creating employment thereby helping the State 
regain economie stability. It is particularly important to West Virginia that the 
site of each of the four proposed armories is located in a distressed area of the 
State. It is also significant to note that within the past year, in our State of 
West Virginia, not a single surplus labor area has been dropped from the list 
which is compiled by the U.S. Department of Labor’s Bureau of Labor Statistics. 

Mr. Chairman, I realize that your subcommittee is not primarily concerned 
about West Virginia’s economie condition, but basically to determine the military 
construction projects essential to the operation and maintenance of the defense 
structure of our Nation. However, I believe that statistics supplied by the De- 
partment of Defense clearly indicate that West Virginia has not received « pro- 
portionate share of funds being expended by the Department of Defense. 

A breakdown of Air National Guard, Army National Guard, and Army Reserve 
personnel and the annual payroll for West Virginia and surrounding States (for 
purpose of comparison), is as follows: 

West Virginia, 7,868 and $3,101,000; Ohio, 38,537 and $15,342,000; Pennsyl- 
Vania, 46,615 and $18,666,000; Virginia, 17,267 and $6,713,000; Maryland, 
15,047 and $6,250,000; and Kentueky, 11,613 and $4,577,000. 
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It is not my intention to labor this point except to emphasize that construction 
of the four armories would benefit both the National Guard program and the 
economy of West Virginia. I respectfully urge that necessary funds be appropri- 
ated this year so these projects may go forward as expeditiously as possible. 


JAMES CONNALLY AIR ForcrE BASE 


Senator Stennis. At this point in the record, I would like to have 
inserted the statement by Senator Ralph Yarborough of Texas, 
Due to the press of official business, Senator Yarborough was unable 
to appear personally. 


(The statement referred to follows:) 


STATEMENT OF SENATOR YARBOROUGH 


Mr. Chairman, I wish to support a request for funds to construct an additional 
runway at James Connally Air Force Base at Waco, Tex. In 1957 funds were 
authorized, but the appropriations were delayed. This additional runway is 
needed to reduce traffic hazards and it would serve a very useful purpose as an 
additional training base. 

The single-lane runway at this airport at the present time has a very heavy 
load of traffic. The number of planes entering and leaving the airport create 
certain safety problems and slow down the handling of passenger service, air 
freight, and other operations. 

The buildings at the airport are well equipped as a training base for the Air 
Force. It is estimated that a very substantial increase could be made in the 
number of trainees by an expansion of the runways. However, the Air Force 
has hesitated to place the additional men at this location until a new runway is 
completed. 

From time to time I have received a great many communications from the 
officials and citizens of this area. They urge the construction of the additional 
runway, and I hope the committee will give this matter urgent attention and ap- 
propriate the necessary funds to start this runway in the near future. Although 
the Office of the Budget has not included this item in the fiscal year budget, I 
believe the evidence indicates that the need for this facility in terms of safety, 
and the national security outweighs temporary budget cuts. 

In view of the overall need for this additional runway and the additional serv- 
ice, which it will give to the Air Force and the Waco, Tex., community, I recom- 
mend that the project be completed as an exception to the present policy of the 
Budget Bureau which is not to make any new starts. The safety features and 
the public necessity indicate that mere dollars and cents considerations alone 
— not govern the decision for appropriating money for this project at Waco, 

ex. 

Fully equipped with lights and correlative facilities the proposed 8,600 foot by 
150 foot runway is estimated to cost $3,500,000 at current prices. 

This is a small price to pay for the public service and additional safety features 
that can be realized by the construction of this parallel runway at the Air Force 
base. 


Army Reserve Center, Dututn, MINN. 


Senator Stennis. A joint statement by Senators Humphrey and 
McCarthy will be inserted in the record. 
(The statement referred to follows:) 


STATEMENT OF SENATORS Hurnert H. Humpyrey anp EvcEengE J. McCartuy 


IN SUPPORT OF APPROPRIATIONS FOR AN ARMY RESERVE CENTER IN DULUTH, 
MINN. 


Mr. Chairman, in the military construction authorization bill passed by the 
House, and in the bill reported out of the Senate Armed Service Committees, 
$317,000 is authorized for an Army Reserve Center in Duluth, Minn. But 
neither of the appropriations bills currently being considered by the House and 
Senate allocates funds for this worthy project. 

There are two sound reasons fer appropriating funds for this Reserve Center. 
First of all, Duluth badly needs a new facility; the current training site is definitely 
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inadequate. Secondly, such a project would serve the additional purpose of 
puiting people back to work. Duluth is still a distressed economic area, badly 
in need of more job opportunities. In mid-April, there were still 6,400 persons 
unemployed there. The requirements of national defense and the needs of our 
domestic economy combine to justify this project. 

Therefore, we strongly urge you to include in the bill to be reported to the 
Senate an appropriation of $317,000 for an Army Reserve Center in Duluth, 
Minn. 


Co.tp Recions Lasoratory, DartmMouTH COLLEGE 


STATEMENT OF HON. STYLES BRIDGES, A U. S. SENATOR FROM 
THE STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE 


GENERAL STATEMENT 


Senator Stennis. The next witness is Senator Bridges. 

Senator Brinces. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator STENNIs. Senator, we are glad to have you here. Will you 
proceed in your own way? You are a member of the committee, but 
| understood you wanted to say a word on this matter. 

Senator Brinces. I do want to say a word in behalf of the Cold 
Regions Engineering Laboratory located at Hanover, N.H. 

I would like to direct your attention and that of your committee to 
what I consider one of the most important items in the Army section of 
the military construction bill on which you are now holding hearings. 
That item is entitled “Cold Regions Engineering Laboratory, N.H.” 

In support of my contention in regard to the importance of this 
item, let me review a few simple facts with which we are mostly 
familiar but which could stand a little underscoring. 

Our boundary contiguous with the U.S.S.R. lies in the Arctic. At 
present this area is a void broken only by very sparse population and 
isolated bases such as Goose Bay and Thule. The ability to fill, or 
at least to control, this Arctic void represents a potent future strategic 
advantage. 


U.S.S.R. BUILDUP ALONG ARCTIC COAST 


The U.S.S.R. is engaged in a buildup of its northern sea route along 
its Arctic coast well above the Arctic Circle. This includes 100 or 
more well-paved airfields, extended seaplanes by the use of icebreak- 
ers, and a backup rail system. They have already demonstrated an 
ability to infiltrate the North Polar Sea, and to our very shores, with 
over 600 admitted landings in this area. 

In contrast, our isolated bases are points which would be difficult 
to protect from air attack or the infiltration tactics exhibited by the 
Russians, and would be of doubtful use in countering the missile 
ambuscade we must prepare to expect from the north coast of the 
US.S.R. and over the arctic. 

The Army Corps of Engineers, with its mission to construct, has 
need to conduct research studies and investigations of foundations 
necessary to build in permafrost regions such bases as Ladd in Alaska. 
The Army also has a need to conduct research and investigation 
aimed toward developing a capacity to live, build, operate, and fight 
inthe Aretic. There is, further, an overtone of interest in the physical, 
engineering, and structural properties of snow, ice, and permanently 
frozen ground. 


42550—59 32 
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The need for this important research is now being carried on in two 
widely separated facilities at Boston, Mass., and Wilmette, Ill, 
These facilities are unique in this country and are of an order of 
magnitude, as I understand it, equal only to one-third of that of the 
U.S.S.R. Furthermore, there appear to be only very slight capacities 
in our universities that have been developed from Army contracts. 

The existing facilities had to be established, of course, without 
benefit of precedent and without the benefit of a crystal ball which 
could predict the true extent and importance of Arctic matters. The 
present result, therefore, is, unavoidably, a hodgepodge patchwork of 
piecemeal expansion. When back-alley garages and rented laundries 
serve as laboratories, it is no wonder that Government service ex- 
periences the loss of trained scientists and engineers about which we 
are so much concerned. 


IDEAL GEOGRAPHICAL LOCATION 


The proposed site of Hanover, N.H., in connection with Dartmouth 
College is ideal. Not only have the administrative officials at Dart- 
mouth been most cooperative, but also Dartmouth possesses the finest 
library and collection of data on cold weather regions from the stand- 
point of living, working, and constructing in those areas. Further- 
more, its geographical location is also ideal not only from the stand- 
point of climate, but also because of its nearness to ancillary experi- 
mental laboratories in the Boston area and on Mount Washington. 

In view of the high priority accorded this item and the fact that it 
has been considered thoroughly in hearings over the past 2 years, 
it would seem that we would be derelict at this point if we did not go 
ahead with all proper haste to provide this vital need in our defense 
structure. 


HOUSE CONFEREES ACTION 


As the distinguished chairman of this committee will remember, 
this subcommittee and the full committee put the Cold Regions 
Engineering Laboratory for Hanover, N.H., in the bill last year. 
It was passed by both the subcommittee and the full committee, and 
passed by the Senate. Then it went to conference, and the House 
conferees refused to accept it. This year the House has not enacted 
the bill as yet, to my knowledge, and we face the same rather indefinite 
situation. I would like to reiterate my views as presented last year, 
and I would like to see last vear’s action of the committee duplicated 
this year. I think the Cold Regions Engineering Laboratory location 
at Hanover is the logical one. -I believe the Army approves that. 
In that community and in the surrounding territory there are available 
living quarters. There are a number of skilled people living in that 
vicinity also, and at Dartmouth College there is perhaps one of the 
best cold weather libraries that has ever been assembled in the world. 
All in all it makes a very favorable location. 

Without going into more detail, Mr. Chairman, I hope that the 
committee will follow the same procedure it did last year in approving 
this item in the bill. 

Senator STENNts. So far as I know, Senator Bridges, we will cer- 
tainly be inclined to. This project was specially authorized for loca- 
tion at Dartmouth College, as 1 understand. 
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Senator Bripces. That is right. 

Senator Stennis. The library was a factor in that presentation by 
the Army, as I recall. 

Senator BripGgs. Yes, sir. 

Senator SteNNIs. You have helped us here in calling it to our 
special attention. 

Senator Bripcres. Thank you. 

Senator STeENNis. Congressman Gray, will you come forward? 


ARMY RESERVE TRAINING CENTER, Marion, ILL, 


STATEMENT OF HON. KENNETH J. GRAY, A REPRESENTATIVE IN 
CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF ILLINOIS 


GENERAL STATEMENT 


Representative Gray. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Stennis. We will be pleased to hear anything you have 
to say. 

Representative Gray. Thank you. 

Senator Stennis. if you have a prepared statement, you may 
handle it in such way as you see fit. 

Representative Gray. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman and 
members of this distinguished committee. 

First I would like to thank you sincerely for giving me an oppor- 
tunity to appear here before your distinguished committee this morn- 
ing. 

Senator Stennis. We are delighted to have you here and you may 
proceed on such matters as you may wish. 

Representative Gray. I am hesitant about taking up your time; 
however, I feel that I would be derelict in my duty if I did not request 
to be heard and advise this committee about a serious injustice being 
done the people of southern Illinois by the Department of the Army. 

I refer to the construction of a proposed Army Reserve training 
center for Marion, IIl., that has been repeatedly delayed by the Army 


TRANSFER OF REGIMENTAL HEADQUARTERS 


Due to inadequate rented quarters, the Reserve branch of the 
Department of the Army agreed to request authority from Congress 
to construct a 200-man unit at Marion, IIl., in 1957. At that time 
we had both company and regimental headquarters in Marion. 
About the time the local citizens, working with the Army Corps of 
Engineers, had settled on a site, and after the 200-man unit had cleared 
all the administrative hurdles in the Pentagon, the Army decided to 
move the regimental headquarters out of Marion to another city to 
accommodate the commanding officer, who had been commuting to 
meetings from St. Louis. We thought this very unfair, but wanting 
to maintain good relationship, we remained silent. This action, of 
course, changed the requirement from a 200-man unit to a 100-man 
unit. This action was in 1956. 

l asked the Pentagon how long this would delay the project. I 
was told by two different colonels the delay would not be over 6 
months. Mr. Chairman, this was 3 years ago. Since that time we 
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have received nothing but a hard time. It would take me several 
hours to describe in detail the different promises that were made and 
never kept. I have the dates and the names of the persons to whom 
I talked, if the committee would want further information. 

The House Committee on Armed Services approved the 100-man 
unit for Marion in December of 1957, along with 140 other projects, 
Mr. Chairman, every one of the projects approved in Illinois along 
with Marion heve been completed, contracts awarded for their con- 
struction, or money requested. And yet we find that Marion has not 
only been passed up on the past appropriations, but is not requested 
in the line item appropriation request for fiscal year 1960, now under 
consideration by this committee. I might add many of the projects 
in the 1960 request were approved long after Marion and still we have 
no action on Marion. 

SITE ACQUISITION 


Mr. Chairman, the fact that we have been left out all these years 
does not disturb me half as much as the manner in which we have been 
treated by high officials of the Department of the Army. I have 
visited with the Assistant Secretary of the Army personally and also 
have been told on 31 separate occasions that the money was available 
for the Marion project and that only a site selection was holding up 
construction. Based on this promise, the citizens of Marion solicited 
donations and purchased a tract of land that is acceptable to the 
Army. The land has been purchased for less than $10,000 and is 
worth many times that amount. 

Just before the citizens took title to the property, I again asked the 
Army if funds were still available for Marion, and they admitted that 
although they had told me otherwise, all money had been spent for 
construction. They said, however, that money was available for site 
acquisition. 

I told the local people this and they went ahead and bought the 
property while it was still available at such a low cost, and after all 
this effort on the part of the local people, now the Army tells me they 
have spent all their money for site acquisition. 

So we have a situation where local people have their money tied up 
needlessly because the Army officials did not keep their word. 

Mr. Chairman, I am not exaggerating when I say that I have spent 
enough money to have built this unit if you count long distance calls 
and if my time is worth anything. 

After Congress adjourned last August, I returned home and was soon 
visited by several community leaders of Marion to determine the 
status of this project. I picked up the telephone and called the 
Reserve people in the Pentagon and was for the 31st time told that 
the money was still available and that only final work for a site 
selection was holding up the project. I passed this information on to 
the delegation. 

ELECTION ISSUE 


A few days later my opponent in the congressional campaign, 
who is State’s attorney with offices in Marion, made a speech at the 
courthouse in which he said that the Marion project was dead because 
there were no funds. 

The very next day, when questioned by the press, I again called the 
Pentagon and this was denied. Then came the clection and I won. 
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Immediately upon returning to Washington in January, I called the 
Reserve people and was told what my opponent knew 4 months 
before, that there was no money, after having been told previously 
tothe contrary. I finally succeeded in getting the Army to admit that 
this information had been obtained for my opponent. You can im- 
agine how I felt after working on a project almost 4 years and making 
31 personal contacts, only to have a political opponent a thousand 
miles from W. ashington know more than I was being told. 

Mr. Chairman, this is the reason I am here today, not to ask for 
something special, but to merely ask that I be treated and that my 
people be treated fairly. 

Marion has had a Reserve unit since World War I and has always 
maintained a good strength. Due to the treatment they have received, 
first in removing regimental headquarters and now the broken prom- 
ises for a new armory, the membership has begun to drop off. This is 
something that concerns us very much. 


TOTAL COST OF MARION UNIT 


| have been informed that the total cost of constructing the Marion 
unit will be $168,000 plus $10,000 for site acquisition, or a total cost 
of $178,000. The city has agreed to furnish water and sewer facilities 
to the site free of charge to the Government. 

Iam not advocating that any project be deferred or delayed in the 
place of Marion, although many have been submitted since Marion 
was approved, but I am certainly hopeful that this distinguished 
committee will be able to find a way to include the Marion project 
of $178,000 in the bill now being considered. This project has 
already gone up $11,000 since the Armed Services Committee approved 
itin 1957, plus the land that we have purchased for less than $10,000, 
which may be much more expensive in months to come due to a new 
interstate highway being constructed near the site. Therefore, I 
earnestly hope this committee will be in a position to favorably 
consider this project. 

UNEMPLOYMENT SITUATION 


In closing, may I state that Marion is in a coal mining area where 
we have 10 ‘percent of the employable force unemployed and thousands 
receiving surplus Government food, and in addition to this being a 
meritorious project, it would be a boost to the faltering economy of 
that region. 

J hope the committee does not feel that the gentleman who repre- 
sents the 25th District is a critical individual, but I think you will 
agree after making 31 personal calls and each time the officers telling 
me that the money was available, we have a right to be concerned. 
In fiscal 1958 there were 144 projects approved. We are the only 
project that money has not been appropriated for or requested or the 
project completed by this time. We feel that we have been left out 
for some reason, and it certainly could not be on account of strength. 
Up until this year the word “strength” was not mentioned. 

Mr. Chairman, I appreciate your kindness in allowing me to come 
before this committee. 

me nator STENNIS. We appreciate your coming before the committee. 

First I would like very much to see you get your armory. 
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Representative Gray. I appreciate that very much, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Stennis. I think these Reserve units play a very important 
part in the present as well as the future of our military program. 

Representative Gray. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. We feel that 
way, too; we have had a Reserve unit since World War I. 

Senator StENNIs. You say you have had a Reserve unit continuously 
since World War I? 

Representative Gray. Yes, sir. The Army has built projecis up 
and down Illinois and has many items scheduled in fiscal 1960 where 
the units were formed after World War II—much less World War I. 

Senator Stennis. The Reserve units have hit a low point since 
World War I. 


RENTED QUARTERS 


Representative Gray. There is no question. It has broken the 
morale down by transferring the regimental headquarters. Right 
now we are in very small and inadequate rented quarters. 

Senator Stennis. You say the local people bought the site? 

Representative Gray. Yes. We were told at that time, Mr. Chair- 
man, that the money was available for site acquisition and the local 
people would be reimbursed. They went up and down the street and 
made up the money. 

Senator Stennis. They are offering it to the Army now for this 
purpose? 

Representative Gray. That is right. For less than $10,000. It is 
a 3-acre tract on this new interstate route which is probably worth 
$30,000. The city is giving free water and sewage facilities. 

Senator SrENNis. That involves $178,000? 

Representative Gray. That is the total: $168,000 for the actual 
construction of a 100-man unit and $10,000 for the site. 

Senator STENNIs. Colonel Evans, I did not know that you handled 
this part of the Army appropriation bill, but I look to you as one who 
represents the Army here. Let me call your special attention to this 
testimony and see what you gentlemen have to say about it later. 

Colonel Evans. Sir, we will be glad to look into it in detail and let 
you know. 

Senator Stennis. Thank you. 

Thank you very much for coming in, Congressman. 

Representative Gray. Thank you, sir. 

(The following was later submitted:) 


Marion PROJECT 


The Marion project was a consultative approval project included in the fiscal 
year 1958 program which was submitted to the Congress for approval. It 
received congressional approval in that program. a 

Marion, IIl., was first considered for a 200-man center for the fiscal year 1996 
authorization program. This would provide facilities for two units, which were 
authorized a total strength of 299 men. With the limited actual assigned strength 
of only 102 present, the project did not stand up against the needs of more com- 
pletely manned units. : 

A project for a l-unit (200-man) Army Reserve center and a 2-bay mainte- 
nance shop was again considered by the Department of the Army for inclusion 
in the fiscal year 1957 program. Anticipating project approval, the Department 
of the Army, on March 29, 1956, proceeded with site inspections in Marion, Ill. 
A site located on excess Veterans’ Administration property was approved for 
planning purposes and a real estate planning report was received in July of 1990. 
In October 1956, the Department of the Army issued a real estate directive to 
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acquire this site. Due to publie opposition, the Veterans’ Administration with- 
drew the land from excess and the site was no longer available to the Department 
of the Army. 

In November, 1956, the commanding general, 5th U.S. Army, relocated the 
Regimental Hes adquarters Company to East St. Louis, IH, This action reduced 
the authorized strength of the Marion Reserve units to 121. Therefore, the size 
of the proposed facility was reduced from a 1-unit (200-man) Army Reserve 
center to a l-unit (modified) (100-man) Army Reserve center. The project was 
included in the fiscal year 1958 authorization program with an authorized strength 
of 121 and assigned strength of 102. 

Another site was approved for planning purposes in January 1957. It was 
estimated that the cost for providing water and sewer to the proposed site would 
be $14,000 and the city offered to pay 20 percent of this amount. Further engi- 
neering studies completed in March 1958 revealed that the cost for providing 
the utilities was $31,000. Based on the 20-percent factor, the cost to the Gov- 
ernment would be $24,800. Therefore, no further action was taken to acquire 
this site. 

In May 1958, two sites were approved for planning purposes. The first choice 
was the DeYoung Street (city-owned) site and the alternate site was Government- 
owned property under control of Department of the Interior. The real estate 
planning report was received in September 1958 and returned to district engineer 
for an addendum relative to information on the Government-owned property. 
The Government-owned site was considered undesirable by reason of its remote 
location and the excessive utility costs involved. 

Based on recommendations of the commanding general, 5th U.S. Army, and 
review of the real estate planning report, it was determined that the DeYoung 
Street site would be further considered for acquisition at such time as a project 
for Marion, Ll., is included in a funded program. This DeYoung Street site 
has been offered to the U.S. Government for $10,000. The Marion project has 
never yet been included in a funded program. 

In January 1959, Department of the Army advised Congressman Gray that 
funds for construction are not presently available and that the project was not 
included in fiscal year 1960 appropriation request due to programing limitations 
and due to the fact that records available to Department of the Army at the 
time of submission indicated it was not as well qualified as others being submitted. 

The Department of the Army is currently assembling all the projects for con- 
sideration and inelusion in the proposed fiscal year 1961 program submission. 
This operation has not progressed to the point where it would be possible to 
predict which projects are to be included in the proposed fiscal year 1961 program. 


Coitp Recions Laporatrory, Hanover, N.II. 


STATEMENT OF HON. NORRIS COTTON, A U.S. SENATOR FROM 
THE STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE 


GENERAL STATEMENT 


Senator STENNIS. Our next witness is Senator Cotton. We are very 
ad to have you here, sir, and whatever time you need is certainly 
adly given. 
Senator Corron. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and I appreciate the 
privilege of appearing before the committee in relation to the re quested 
appropriation for the Cold Regions Engineering Laboratory at 
Hanover, N.H. It might be considered by the committee that it is 
unnecessary for me to appear in view of the fact that my senior 
colleague is a member of the committee and has, can, and will so 
adequately present this matter. 

Senator SreNNis. He is a valued member, but we are glad to have 
you here and hear from you, too. 
_ Senator Brmpces. May I say, Mr. Chairman, Senator Cotton 
lives in the neighboring city to where this would be located and he is 
thoroughly familiar with the intimate details. 

Senator STENNIS. We are especially glad to have you, Senator. 
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STEFANSSON LIBRARY 


Senator Corron. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and I thank my 
colleague, Senator Bridges. "The reason for my venturing to appear, 
Senator Bridges, is that this is practically in my hometown. I live 
in the county seat of Lebanon, right next to Hanover, the town in 
which Dartmouth College is located. The determination was made 
2 years ago and requested 4 years ago for the location of this facility 
at Hanover. I think the committee may be aware of the fact that 
the reason for the selection of that location is rather interesting. 
Dartmouth College for many, many years—for decades—-has spec ial- 
ized in the study of Arctic regions and cold regions. It has the 
Stefansson Library, which is unmatched in this country in material 
dealing with environment in the cold regions. I don’t need to tell 
the distinguished chairman of this subcommittee who comes from 
the sunny South that Hanover itself is somewhat of a cold region. 
In addition to the facilities at Dartmouth College, where under the 
direction of Professor McKennan, there is an extensive able group 
of experts dealing with this subject, all of whom would be at the 
disposal of the Government. Dartmouth College owns the summit 
of Mount Washington, one of the highest peaks e ast of the Mississippi 
River, and Mount Moosilauke which is very near, and maintains 
observation posts, and in a sense laboratories at the summit of these 
mountains throughout the winter dealing with cold weather condi- 
tions. These are some of the reasons that caused the decision to 
place it there. 

HOUSING FOR PERSONNEL 


The chairman knows, I believe, that there was apparently some 
rather careless figuring on the part of those who made up the budget 
so that the original sum was inadequate, and we had to come back 
for more. I know the chairman knows that Dartmouth College is 
furnishing the land. Dartmouth College has put through a special 
housing project, part of which is available for personnel of this labora- 
tory. The laboratory will be located in the tricity area, Lebanon, 
my home, Hanover, the seat of Dartmouth College, and White River 
Junction across the river in Vermont. All are within 6 or 7 miles 
of each other, and it is an area where the housing of the personnel will 
not be a great problem. I don’t need to go into detail. 

In view of the fact that I live so close to this problem and am so 
sincerely convinced—and I wish to emphasize that I am sure each one 
of us tries to look out for our own section—that I would not say these 
things so emphatically simply because it is my home region that is 
involved were I not completely convinced, because of the extr: aordi- 
nary facilities there, that from the standpoint of the welfare of the 
country and of this very essential service, that that is the place for it 
and the sooner we get it, in view of the key place that ‘the Arctic 
Circle is going to play in our defense from now on, the better. 

I thank you, Mr. Chairman, for permitting me to appear in addition 
to Senator Bridges, and I am grateful to Senator Bridges for looking 
out for us in this matter. 

Senator Srennis. I think you have made a contribution here, 
Senator. I would like to see it get started. I think the cold problem 
and Arctic region training is certainly going to be a major part of our 
future defense. 
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COMMUNICATION 


Senator Corton. Thank you. I have a letter which I have filed 
with the committee which I hope would appear in the record. 

Senator STENNIs. Without objection, it will be in the record at this 
point, and we thank you again for appearing. 

(The Jetter referred to follows:) 


U.S. SENATE, 
COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN COMMERCE, 
June 16, 1959. 
Hon. JoHN STENNIS, 
Chairman, Subcommittee on Military Construction, Committee on Appropriations, 
U.S. Senate, Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. CuarrMan: This will express my firm support for the appropriation 
of $3,624,000 for construction of the Cold Regions Engineering Laboratory at 
Hanover, N.H., as requested in the budget request for the Army Corps of Engi- 
neers. As you know, this item has previously been considered and approved by 
the Senate, and the need for construction of this research facility grows more 
urgent all the time. 

This Nation’s Arctic research activities have been woefully deficient for many 
years, in marked contrast to the continued Russian emphasis in this area. The 
Arctic is a region of growing defense importance. It already houses our distant 
early warning radar line, and much of our defense against an enemy ballistic 
missile attack will be located there. We urgently need the type of facility proposed 
in this item. 

The proposed Cold Regions Engineering Laboratory will consolidate in one 
modern, fully equipped, and effective building the research activities now being 
conducted by three different organizations in seven leased and makeshift locations. 
The site selected at Dartmouth College offers a number of advantages which can- 
not be duplicated anywhere else in the country. The Laboratory is to be built 
on land provided without cost to the Government. The college’s unmatched 
resources for Arctic studies, including the famed Stefansson Library, will all be 
available to the Laboratory. Adequate transportation, housing, educational and 
other facilities are all at hand in Hanover and the surrounding communities includ- 
ing Lebanon and White River Junction, Vt. 

While I have a special interest in this project because its location at Hanover 
is close to my home in Lebanon, I am deeply concerned about our lack of knowl- 
edge of and preparation for Arctic operations. I regard this project as one of 
major importance and hope the committee will recommend appropriation of 
the full amount requested. 

With every good wish. 

Yours sincerely, 
Norris Corton, U.S. Senator. 


NoraD HEADQUARTERS ProJect, CoLoRADO Sprines, Coo. 
STATEMENT OF FRANK CUSACK, CASCADE, COLO. 
GENERAL STATEMENT 


Senator Srennis. Senator Carroll was listed here as a witness this 
morning. He is not here. Is there anyone here representing Senator 
Carroll from Colorado? 

(No response.) 

Senator Stennis. We have two outside witnesses. I will ask the 
clerk to call these gentlemen to the witness stand. 

The Cierx. Mr. Frank Cusack and Mr. A. P. Griffith. 

Mr. Cusack. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator BripGss (presiding). Will you proceed with your testi- 
mony? 

Mr. Cusack. Yes, sir. Mr. Chairman, I am here on a very serious 
matter, a matter that I know is considered very serious by the mem- 
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bers of the Armed Forces, and involves a great deal of expense and 
has proceeded to the point where I res alize fully that anything that 
I might say is going to be contradicted very vigorously. It has to do 
with the underground military installation of Norad at Colorado 
Springs. This is going to take a great deal of time and I hope you 
will indulge me. 

Senator Bripcres. Mr. Cusack, we want you to make your testi- 
mony as brief as possible, but you are at liberty to supplement what 
you have to say without objection as a part of the committee record. 
We would like to have you summarize your statements. 

Mr. Cusack. I will try to do that as well as I can, Mr. Chairman, 
but I am afraid unless I go into the whole picture you will not be able 
to get it the way it should be presented. 

About a year and a half ago I heard rumors that an underground 
installation was going to be considered by the Air Force for Norad. 
Previous to that I had talked to General Chidlow and suggested that 
some part of the Colorado Springs area be selected as a proper place 
for this underground installation. 

I certainly am most in favor of it in that area because of the various 
military installations, because of the communications and other facili- 
ties that are offered by the various branches of the service that are 
combined in this tremendous effort, but I also must take exception to 
the fact that the site selected is, in my opinion, and in the considered 
opinion of several others who are very familiar with the mountain 
area, a most unsuitable site that could possibly be selected for this 
particular tremendous installation which will have so much to do 
with the national defense of the country. 


TOTAL COST 


Originally I assumed it was merely to be considered as transfer of 
the Norad to a modest installation to near the air head. Later as I 
contacted the various members of the Armed Forces, the whole pic- 
ture began to assume tremendous proportions. I understand that a 
minimum of $30 to $40 million has already been suggested as the 
ultimate cost, and that it might vastly exceed that sum when it comes 
to the equipment and so forth. 

I also know that there are many areas of Colorado and adjoining 
States that have tried very vigorously to get this installation, but 
because ” the fact that Norad was already in Colorado Springs, and 
the Air Academy was in that area, in addition to other installations, 
that all objections were overruled 4 favor of the Colorado Springs area. 


COMMUNICATION 


On June 1, 1958, I wrote the following letter to General Gill. I 
think it only fitting that you be acquainted with this letter because 
it not only places the date—: August 1, I should say—— 

Senator BripGes. Do you wish to insert the letter in the record? 

Mr. Cusack. Yes, sir. 


Dear GENERAL GILL: This will confirm my telephone conversation today with 
reference to a proposal submitted to Colonel Maxwell about 2 months ago, on 
June 1. As far as we know this proposal was never given any consideration 
whatever. No doubt your office has a contour map of Pike’s Peak and vicinity, 
No. N3842-W10441, dated 1956, which will show clearly not only the elevations 
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in the sections involved, but water streams, highways, railroads and its relation 
to existing military installations. If your office concludes that serious considera- 
tion should be given to all or any part of this proposal, we will always be available 
to either show the property or explain any suggestion in detail. 


BACKGROUND OF WITNESSES 


Senator Bripcres. Mr. Cusack, so we might get the background, 
are vou a former Army man, or are you an engineer, or what? 

Mr. Cusack. No. I have lived in Colorado Springs practically 
all my life. I live in Butte Pass. Originally I favored the Rampart 
Range area. As I understand General Partridge favored it also. 

Senator Bripces. What is your background as an expert on this? 

Mr. Cusack. My background is the fact that we own the water 
system. We are thoroughly acquainted with the water utilities, and 
furthermore, that I have been very closely associated with many of the 
military men of the Armed Forces, particularly Norad and Air De- 
fense Command. I know just about what they had in mind. I have 
contacted Captain Tatum—retired captain or commander—l believe 
he is now a captain. 

Senator Bripcres. Mr. Cusack, here is our position, with the 
chairman of the committee returning, but we have to conclude these 
hearings and we want to give you the courtesy of a good hearing here. 
We are willing to put a great deal of material, such as may meet our 
approval, in the record and make it a part of your testimony. But we 
would like to have you summarize as briefly as possible your position. 

Mr. Cusack. That will be very simple to do, Mr. Chairman. I 
am afraid I can’t abbreviate it very much. I have received 30 
minutes notice of this meeting, and I had to travel 2,000 miles to be 
here. I just arrived this morning at 8 o’clock. I feel I am entitled 
to a complete hearing on this matter, even if it takes the rest of the 
day. I think it is so serious. I can show your committee that a 
terrible mistake is about to be made—a frightful mistake—and I 
think it is probably one of the most frightening errors of judgment 
that I have ever seen the Armed Forces commit in all my life. I 
can’t understand why. There are a lot of side issues that may have a 
bearing in it. 

Senator SreNNIs (presiding). Pardon me for just a minute, if I 
may, Mr. Cusack. I did not have the benefit of hearing you in the 
beginning. We want vou to have ample opportunity to testify. I 
have listened to a lot of testimony, and I think that the best way is to 
go right to the heart of the thing first and just say what is the issue as 
you see it, and what is your position as you see it, and then what are 
the points that sustain your position. What is the issue? 

Mr. Cusack. My position first of all is a citizen of the State of 
Colorado. 

Senator SrenNis. I understand that. What is the issue you want 
to discuss? 

Mr. Cusack. The issue is that I believe there is a much more 
suitable location and much more economical, and wil] save the 
Government millions of dollars and furthermore be far more accessible 
from every standpoint. 

_ Senator Srennis. That is a good issue and I commend you for it. 
That is for the Norstad headquarters, you are talking about? 
Mr. Cusack. That is right, the underground headquarters. 
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PROPOSED ALTERNATIVE SITE 


Senator Stennis. Do you have an alternative position in mind, or 
do you just think this is wrong? 

Mr. Cusack. I have an alternative position in mind and I always 
have had it in mind. 

Senator STENNIS. What is it? 

Mr. Cusack. It is a mountain called Red Mountain. I have a 
map here. 

Senator Stennis. Let me ask you a few questions. You do have 
an alternative position in mind. 

Mr. Cusack. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. You think it is better because it would cost less. 
What are the additional reasons? 


WATER SUPPLY 


Mr. Cusack From the standpoint of transportation, communica- 
tions, facilities such as recreation offered by the Air Academy, its 
closeness to Denver—40 miles closer, roughly—and the backroad 
access roads that will permit communication with Denver and the 
other military facilities in Denver. It is much closer. The main 
issue probably is water. I understand that this installation involves 
the use of a heat exchange that will require an enormous amount of 
water. At the selection proposed, it is roughly 40 miles from the 
water. The position we recommend is roughly a few hundred yards 
from the existing 24-inch pipeline that goes to the Air Academy, which 
is guaranteed 5 million gallons of water a day by the city of Colorado 
Springs. 

NETWORK OF ROADS 


The further considerations are the fact that there is a network of 
backroads, including the one primary road going east and west through 
the State of Colorado, which we propose that this tunnel have a portal. 
The southwest portal of this tunnel enters in the Ute Pass, where we 
have no preference whatever. The preference we would recommend 
would be a place that has no bearing whatever on any interests or any 
land or anything else that we own. It is a natural for an exit route or 
entrance route or reinforcement route or whatever. 

Senator Stennis. Pardon me. You are going to give some very 
important opinions here on a very far-reaching matter. Give us a 
little on your background as to how far you are qualified by experience 
to pass on these matters. 

Mr. Cusack. I have been the president of the Cascade Town Co., 
which is a real estate development in upper Ute Pass. My folks have 
owned a home in that area for nearly 65 years 

Senator Stennis. Are you an engineer? 

Mr. Cusack. I am not an engineer, but I am a qualified water ex- 
pert. I know all about water rights which I think is a very important 
item. 

Senator Stennis. Very good. 

Mr. Cusack. Furthermore, I consider myself somewhat of a 
geologist due to the fact that I am well acquainted with all the tunnels 
and the rock formation in the Pike’s Peak area, which has boomeranged 
up to a position of importance by the promoters of the Cheyenne 
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Mountain site on the basis of hardness which is just about as ridiculous 
as it could be, because there is not an unbiased engineer in the State of 
Colorado that knows anything about rock formations that can tell 
you that 10 miles makes any difference in the hardness of the rock in 
that particular Pike’s Peak area. It is all Pike’s Peak granite. 


PREPARED STATEMENT 


Senator Srennis. May I ask a few questions now? Do you have 
a prepared statement? 

Mr. Cusack. I have a prepared statement. 

Senator Stennis. Just answer yes or no. 

Mr. Cusack. Yes, I have. 

Senator Stennis. Are you ready to put that in the record now? 

Mr. Cusack. I am ready to put it in the record. I don’t have the 
necessary 25 copies. 

Senator STENNIs. That is not necessary. Do you have a prepared 
copy that you are ready now to put in the record so as to give us the 
benefit of all your major points? 

Mr. Cusack. Yes, sir. In fact, it is on record here with several 
Senators and Congressmen. 

Senator Stennis. Let me make a ruling, please. Without objec- 
tion the gentleman’s written statement will be inserted in the record 
at this point, 

(The statergent referred to follows:) 


THe CascapEe Town Co., 
Cascade, Colo., July 29, 1959. 


Subject: Norad underground installation, Colorado Springs area. 


Senator JOHN STENNIs, 
Chairman, Defense Appropriations Committee, 
U.S. Senate, Washington, D.C. 


Dear SENATOR STENNIS: I am enclosing herewith the minimum amount of 
information needed to complete my testimony with the full knowledge that some 
of it may be repetitious. Please note that we have included 25 portfolios for 
distribution to members of your committee which contain copies of the important 
letters received together with our original proposal and topographical maps of the 
entire area. We trust that each member of your committee will thoroughly study 
this material and the map attached thereto. 

_I wish to take this opportunity to thank you very kindly for the fair and un- 
biased hearing which I received. I want you to know that I consider you a 
dedic: ted servant of your country and are not likely to permit a decision that 
will be contrary to its best interest. 

All members of the Colorado delegation have been kept fully informed on the 
enclosed correspondence. 

Thanks again for permitting me to testify. 

Sincerely, 
Frank J. Cusack. 
STATEMENT OF FRANK Cusack 


Review of amended suggestions made for the area between Ute Pass (Highway 
24) and the southwest corner of the U.S. Air Force Academy. 

_1. Location.—Approximately one-half of the way between the USAFA and 
Wellington Gulch in Ute Pass, at an elevation of approximately 7,200 feet— 
offering cover of between 2,000 to 2,500 feet at several locations—approximately 
99 miles south of Denver west of U.S. 85-87. 

2. Transportation.—Offers immediate access to Superhighway 85-87 north and 
to U.S. 24, the only primary east-west highway between Denver and Pueblo. 
Also easy access to the secondary roads protected by the front range of the 
mountains between Denver and Colorado Springs. 

3. Utilities—(a) Water: The westerly end of this tunnel would approximately 
parallel the 24-inch USAFA pipeline within a few hundred yards—thus a large 
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percentage of this noncontaminated water can be returned to the pipeline without 
disturbing the Colorado Springs system in general. Because of relative nearness 
to the North Slope Reservoir system (the source of 95 percent of all of the water 
used by Colorado Springs), several alternate emergency streams and reservoirs are 
available as well as a direct pipeline to new South Park-Fairplay waterlines, 
This proposal is, in our opinion, the best available substitute for an eventual 
Denver-Colorado Springs-Pueblo water district which will provide the only pos- 
sible ultimate solution to water problems of this area. 

(b) Communications: Equally available to three existing military installa- 
tions—namely, USAFA, Ent AFB, and Fort Carson. 

(c) Alternate emergency fuel base, located immediately south and adjoining 
the south line of the USAFA in recently abandoned Pikes Peak Fuel Co., mine 
and tunnels. Approximately 4 million tons of good grade coal already available 
for pulverizing and subsequent conversion to electric power at lowest minimum 
cost. These mining tunnels, are located at about 200 feet in depth. 

4. Land costs—This land is owned almost entirely by either the U.S. Govern- 
ment (U.S. Forestry Service) or the USAFA and comprises approximately 50,000 
acres. We believe transfer can be made without condemnation or any other costs 
to Norad unless privately owned land is desired or considered necessary 

5. Objections to site being considered at Cheyenne Mountain.— 

(a) Location: Approximately 75 miles south of Denver or about 35 miles fur- 
ther than the site suggested by us. 

(b) Transportation: Only access to major highway would be to U.S. 85-87, 
approximately 8 miles from the nearest portal. No alternate secondary routes 
available to important military sites in Denver and Pueblo. 

(c) Water: Water is available only through sprawling 20-inch and 24-inch 
pipelines which supply the AFA and the entire system of Colorado Springs and 
suburbs as well as Ent AFB and Fort Carson before becoming available to Chey- 
enne Mountain site. This presents an almost impossible problem of protection 
from sabotage, etc. The Cheyenne Mountain, Broadmoor, and Stratton Hone 
area is known to be the driest in the region during drought years. « Only substitute 
water available is well water which already has lowered the underground water 
table considerably and has brought about much litigation by downstream farmers 
for heavy damages. Existing spring water available on Cheyenne Mountain and 
J-L Ranch already has been appropriated for other use and will require con- 
demnation. 

(d) Land costs: Every square foot of land at Cheyenne Mountain site must 
be acquired by direct purchase or condemnation. This will make an enormous 
increase in the cost as compared with the site suggested by us. 

(e) Communications: Equal to communications available at our suggested site. 
(Refer to letter from General Fisher dated May 15, 1959.) 

(f) Cheyenne Mountain site vulnerable to attack because both portals open on 
the east side of the mountain about 1,500 yards apart. 


GENERAL STATEMENT 


It is a well known fact that among the few who really know the water situation 
in the Colorado Springs area that they actually have no water to sell or to supply 
to any additional installation. Consumption has almost doubled since W orld 
War II and we are constantly threatened with rationing. This results largely 
from the fact that the storage area now available is totally inadequate; porous 
to such an extent that recovery pumps have now been installed at the outsid 
base of each reservoir; and the only certain source is normal streamflow plus 
pipeline flow from Fairplay and the Blue River water areas. This latter water 
supply is limited by adverse litigation which restricts use to only a fraction of 
what is needed. By their own admission, the city of Colorado Springs has sought 
to buy or borrow 10,000 acre-feet of water per year from the Denver Water Board 
this being considered the minimum amount that will be necessary for norma! 
increase in demand during the next 10 years. The only other increase proposed 
is the new dam on the north fork of Catamount Creek which will not be com- 
pleted until 1961. Furthermore, if we are to be guided by past experience, it 
may take from 8 to 12 years to fill this reservoir which is also located in very 
porous terrain, 

General Fisher states that a complete engineering survey has been made of the 
area suggested by us but we have been informed exactly to the contrary. Som 
token core drilling was done at an area known as Blodgett Peak but this was 
abandoned after a few weeks. The reasons given to the public was that the rock 
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was not of sufficient hardness and many faults were encountered. However, it 
is a well known fact that faults are found in this entire Pikes Peak area granite 
and that a major fault has already been detected at the proposed site of the 
Cheyenne Mountain installation. 

We have also been informed that the military has no intention of lining this 
tunnel although every other consideration would seem to demand lining the 
entire tunnel with steel and reinforced concrete in the shape of a horseshoe. We 
understand that the humidity must be kept at the lowest reducible minimum 
for certain equipment to function efficiently. Furthermore, there is no assurance 
whatever that faults may not develop in the future which would further indicate 
that adequate lining be done at the time of construction. 

Because information connected with this installation is more or less classified 
we have been enormously handicapped in making a proper presentation even 
though we have been fully informed as to what it should include. Therefore, 
the information concerning my testimony published in local papers Saturday, 
July 25, was, we assume, carefully censored or stricken entirely from the records. 

We have therefore been reluctant to advise you of the truly desperate situation 
which would result from another drought. Even the Air Force Academy’s 
source of supply and its contracts with the city of Colorado Springs might have 
to be reexamined as a result of adverse weather conditions. 

In conclusion, I will state that there is no basis on which your committee can 
be justified in approving enacting legislation on this project until you have made 
a thorough examination of the ability of the city of Colorado Springs to furnish 
any amount of water for this or any other project regardless of the size of water 
requirements. The key to this project is water and so far all you have received 
are deliberate misrepresentations and worthless guarantees. 


PRopoSsAL, JUNE 1, 1958 


We submit the following proposal with reference to suggested change in location 
and operation of your present local facilities. It is our understanding that certain 
fundamental utilities, terrain and transportation must be available before con- 
sideration can be given to any plan. We feel certain that what we have to propose 
does incorporate all of the basic requirements necessary. 

These are as follows: 


LOCATION 


The location we propose to include is divided into three parcels, as follows: 

(A) Deeded land from U.S. Highway 85-87, including all or portions of 
sec. 18, T. 13 S., R. 66 W., of the sixth principal meridian : 

Secs. 9, 10, 11, 12, and 13, T. 13 S., R. 67 W., of the sixth principal 
meridian. 

(35): Secs: $4, 5, 6. 7 &. Oo 18, 16:17, 18, 19,-20, 21, 22... 27, 28, 20, 36, 
51, 32, and 33, T. 13 S., R. = W., of the sixth principal meridian ; : 

Secs. 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, and 34, T. 12 S., R. 67 W., 
of the sixth principal meridian ; 

Secs. 13, 14, 15, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 32, 33, 34, 35, and 
36, T. 12 S., R. 68 W., of the sixth principal meridian ; 

neck, 1.2.3.4, 5, 9, 30, 11, 12,18, 14, 35, 23,24, and 25, T: 13'S. BR. 68 
V., of the sixth principal meridian. Most of the above is owned by the U.S. 
Forest Service; the balance is deeded land. 

(C) All or portions of sees. 23, , 20, and 26, T. 13 S., R. 68 W., of the 
sixth principal meridian. This is deeded land. 

The areas of the above properties are as follows: 

(A) Approximately 3,000 acres. 
(B) Approximately 34,000 acres. 
(C) Approximately 1,000 acres. 

; Total, approximately 38,000 acres. 

We wish to call your attention to the fact that the airline distance between 
the southwest corner of that portion of section 9 in parcel A (T. 13 S., R. 67 
W., of the sixth prine ipal meridian) and the northwest corner of the NWY4NE¥Y, 
— 25 T. 13 8., R. 68 W., of the sixth principal meridian is approximately 3% 
miles, 

TUNNEL 


tunnel through all or part of the route between the above-described points 
Seems entirely feasible. Elevation of both ends of this tunnel could be approxi- 
iuately the same, thus minimizing engineering difficulties. As far as we know, 
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all tunnels can be carved out of solid granite. An estimated cost of approxi- 
mately $100 per lineal foot for a tunnel 12 feet high and 24 feet in width, not 
including concrete lining, has been received from a very reliable firm. We have 
also been reliably informed that cost of increase or decrease in size of tunnel will 
be proportionate. Ventilation shafts lined with concrete are estimated to cost 
$200 per lineal foot. 

UNDERGROUND FACILITIES 


Utility rooms could be constructed along route of tunnel at an estimated cost 
of approximately $12 per cubic yard, not including cost of concrete facing. Ele. 
vation at entrance to the tunnel at southwest corner of section 1 (T. 13 58., R. 67 
W., of the sixth principal meridian) in parcel A would be about 7,600 feet and 
at exit from 7,600 to 8,000 feet. 


ALTERNATE EXITS 


One of the most important features is the fact that exit ramps can be con- 
structed to connect with four existing highways leading northwest and west of 
the southwest terminal and along the route of the tunnel itself. 


WATER SUPPLY 


It is our feeling that it would be difficult to find any spot in the Rocky Moun- 
tains so acecessib'e to so many vital installations, and yet so completely inde- 
pendent of existing water and power facilities. The owners of parcel © are 
prepared to deliver a fully adequate water supply from a completely independent 
source. There is also every indication of ample underground water in the area 
to be traversed by the tunnel. No estimate of the exact amount will be possible 
until tunnel is actually under construction, but there are many surface indica- 
tions all along the route to indicate that this theory is sound. Water from such 
a source alone would probably provide an adequate supply, the overflow of which 
could be stored in underground tanks for use in the event of an emergency. 
There are two additional sources of water which are available and sufficient. 


POWER ALTERNATE 


Approximately 200 feet under the surface of a portion of parcel “A,” there is 
an estimated supply of 3 million tons of soft coal. Furthermore, tunnnels already 
exist to facilitate extraction of this coal, which can be converted by pulverizing 
into an emergency fuel supply for electric power, sufficient to supply all the 
needs of this installation. 

COMMUNICATION 


In the area owned by the Forestry Service there are several peaks over 
9,000 feet high which could afford excellent locations for detection equipment 
and television relay stations. 

Approximately 90 percent of the entire area included in this proposal is 
without human habitation. It is, in fact, primeval in every sense of the word. 
Thus, it could be acquired and developed at a minimum cost for condensation, 
ete. 


CONCLUSION 


This brief summary is intended only to identify some of the possibilities of 
this project. The entire undertaking is, of course, completely subject to any 
change or alteration considered necessary or desirable. It can be assumed that 
the hotel, other improvements and their operation will be limited and controlled 
to permit immediate conversion in the event of emergency. 


CONFERENCE WITH AIR FORCE 


Senator Srennis. Have you conferred with the Air Force about 
this? 

Mr. Cusack. Yes, definitely. 

Senator Stennis. Is there anyone here representing the Air Force! 

Mr. Surrotk. Yes. I am Herbert Suffolk, Chief of Military Con- 
struction. 

Senator Stennis. Are you familiar with this project ? 
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Mr. SuFrok. Yes. 

Senator Stennis. Mr. Cusack, without any purpose of limiting 
your time at all, I am going to have to make this request of you, 
that you either summarize the points in your statement within 5 
minutes now, or if you want more time, than that, we are going to 
have to ask you to come back this afternoon. 

Mr. Cusack. That will be fine. 

Senator Stennis. On such short notice and getting on such short 
time I would not expect you to be fully prepared. 

Mr. Cusack. I would be glad to come back. 

Senator Carroti. May | interrupt, Mr. Chairman? Mr. Cusack is 
a constituent of mine from Colorado Springs and has written me 
numerous times on this matter. I appreciate this committee giving 
him a chance to be heard. 

Senator Srennis. We are going to hear him fully. 

Senator Carrott. That will be fine. I do not know the facts about 
this case, but he is a fine citizen. He is a leader in the community and 
he feels very strongly about this. I am sure the committee will give 
him a chance to be heard. 

Senator Stennis. I am sure his testimony will be valuable. It was 
at your request that we notified him we will hear him today, and we 
will hear him, with the understanding, Mr. Cusack, if you could ex- 
cuse yourself now until this afternoon. 

Mr. Cusack. Do I have the assurance that I will be able to go into 
this thing in detail this afternoon ? 

Senator Stennis. I can’t assure you that we will hear you with un- 
limited time. 

Mr. Cusack. I don’t think I will take any unreasonable time. 

Senator Srennis. I want to say we will do the best we can but 
there is no assurance of unlimited time. 

May we have the next witness now. Senator Carroll. 

Mr. Cusack. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I appreciate the oppor- 
tunity to be heard. 

Senator Srennis. We will hear you further. 


CoLtp REGIONS ENGINEERING LABORATORY 


STATEMENT OF HON. JOHN A. CARROLL, A U.S. SENATOR FROM 
THE STATE OF COLORADO 


GENERAL STATEMENT 


Senator Carrott. Mr. Chairman, I appear here to testify on the 
location of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Cold Region Engineer- 
ing Laboratory. I am in an unusual position because the project on 
which I am testifying has already been authorized for a location out- 
side Colorado. However, I feel that perhaps the committee might 
not lave been aware of a special report which recommends that the 
Cold Regions Laboratory be located in Colorado. The report, a copy 
of which I hold in my hand, was prepared by a U.S. Army Corps 
of Engineers installation called SIPRE, which is the Snow, Ice, and 
Permafrost. Research Establishment located in E ranston, Ill. ? 


42550—59——-33 
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I see my distinguished friend, the senior Senator from New 
Hampshire, Senator Bridges, in the committee room. I am very 
happy to have him here since this matter involves his State inas- 
much as the project is requested for Hanover, N.H. 

This SIPRE report was prepared for the Office of the Chief of En- 
gineers in 1954 and contains the recommendation that this project be 
established in Boulder, Colo. 

There are numerous reasons for this recommendation. I will not 
go into detail, but I will be very happy to leave this report. I think 
this is the only copy, and I got it i the Office of the Chief of 
Engineers, U.S. Army. I don’t know whether this committee had 
ever seen this report. 

In any event, the point I want to make is this: I believe by the 
utilization of facilities already owned by the Federal Government, 
rather than the construction of new facilities we can save a couple of 
million dollars. I know it does not sound like much, out of an annual 
military budget of $40 billion, but I think a savings of a couple of 
million dollars should be given some consideration. 


HOUSE HEARINGS 


I shall now read from the hearings of the Committee on Appro- 
priations of the House of Representatives, 86th Congress, 1st session, 
military construction appropriations for 1960, on page 901. The 
issue of utilizing existing Government facilities was raised by a Con- 
gressman as follows 

I know when we had the military construction bill before our Committee on 
Armed Services this year, we felt very strongly that as long as there were 
various unused facilities around the country we could not see the justification 
for constructing new ones if an existing facility could be utilized just as well 
or perhaps even better. 

SURVEY REPORT 


Now, as a result of that question being raised, another survey was 
made. This survey was made by the Corps of Engineers. I have 
here a report entitled “The Cold Regions Engineering Laboratory, 
Study of Existing Government Facilities.” Ag gain they cover the 
Denver area. The Army did have a facility in that area which was 
to a large degree surplus to current requirements, but they had a 
qualification about its availability. They said, “Of the seven facili- 
ties surveyed in or near Denver only one has space available. This 
is the Rocky Mountain Arsenal just north of Stapleton Field. Un- 
fortunately, they say—I want to be perfectly frank— ‘this space would 
no longer be available in the event of mobilization.” 


ROCKY MOUNTAIN ARSENAL 


T know there are a lot of surplus buildings at this facility. The 
Rocky Mountain Arsenal is the poison gas “factory for the armed 
services. That is where they have their nerve gas center. However, 
the gas is not now in production. They have some surplus property. 
Of course, if they are going to immobilize all the tremendous invest: 
ment we have in military real estate for possible future use in the event 
of mobilization and just let it sit there and deteriorate, I suppose it 
could be justified on the basis of a someday mobilization. 
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My point is this. If we can utilize the buildings we have we can 
save $2 million. I am not trying to take this away from New Hamp- 
shire. The truth is that part of this project is now located in Evan- 
ston, Il]. The question is, “Shall it go to Evanston or Boston or where 
should it be located when it is consolidated with the Arctic Frost 
Effects Laboratory, to become the Cold Regions Engineering Labora- 
tory? These people at SIPRE, unbeknownst to me, made a recom- 
mendation. It was made by a group of scientists. The reason they 
wanted the project in Boulder, Colo., was among other factors, the 
availability of glacier ice, the availability of snow from 6 to 8 months 
ayear. They set their reasons out in scientific form why they wanted 
the project in Boulder, Colo. I have had no pressure on me from 
my constituents, As a matter of fact, the president of the University 
of Boulder is an old Dartmouth man, and we do not want to quarrel 
with New Hampshire. I didn’t know of the interest of the senior 
Senator from New Hampshire at all until I heard that he testified 
this morning. 

However, it occurred to me if we can save $2 million by using a fa- 
cility which is today just sitting out near the mountains, why not do 
it? This is the only question I raise. I realize there has been an 
appropriation once for this project at Hanover, and it was never 
used. It was not used because it was discovered that the amount 
appropriated was not sufficient. Then when the Army came back 
before the House group, the House group said, “Why don’t you in- 
vestigate and take a look at some of these facilities?” This resulted 
in the report they made including the Denver area. 

In my opinion it is not an accurate report. In my opinion, this 
committee, with its great power, can force the military to use some 
of these sites and we can save millions of dollars throughout this 
Nation. So my real interest here is then to make not so much an 
appeal for my State, but to say if we can save the taxpayers a couple 
of million dollars, why shouldn’t we do it? Here is the summary of 
requirements, as contained in the report prepared by SIPRE in 1954, 
together with that installation’s conclusions and recommendations. 
I am reading from page 21. 


SUMMARY OF REQUIREMENTS 


sased on the analysis made in this report, the following requirements are 
again briefly itemized: 

(1) Snow, ice, and frozen ground are the working materials of the Labora- 
tory and must be available near the joint organization’s headquarters. 

(2) The minimum amount of annual snowfall adequate for study is 100 
inches. 

(3) The snow should be dry and typical of that found over the principal 
northern land masses. 

(4) A minimum freezing index of 1,500° days is required for even limited 
frozen ground research. The site should be located in rolling, hilly terrain 
where numerous snow-free areas may be found. 

(5) The site should be near a major city for purposes of ready transporta- 
tion of personnel and maximum utilization of essential facilities available 
only in a large city and essential to the joint organization. 

(6) A location in an area where construction, operating, and maintenance 
costs are low is desirable. 


(7) The location should be strategically situated with respect to critical 
defense areas. 


(8) An area where security can be maintained is important. 
(9) The headquarters site should be satisfactory to the personnel. 
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CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 


Based on the analysis made in this report it is believed that area 3 should 
be selected for the headquarters site for the following reasons: 

(1) Ample amounts of snow are available for laboratory and field re- 
search on almost a year around basis. 

(2) Ice may be harvested at any time of the year from glaciers. These 
glaciers are also available for field investigational projects. Field research 
may be conducted on many small lakes in the area. 

(3) Frozen ground is available 6 to 8 months of each year with evidence 
that patterned ground and permafrost are accessible for study at the higher 
altitudes. 

(4) Field research areas in arctic, subarctic, and temperate environments 
may be located within 25 miles of the headquarters site if at Boulder which 
in turn is about 30 miles from a major city, Denver. 

(5) The Boulder-Denver area provides a location that can readily assimi- 
late personnel, and has transportation and other facilities essential to the 
operation of the headquarters. 

(6) Construction and maintenance costs are lower in this area than any 
of the areas. 

(7) The location is not a critical defense area. 

(8) Maximum opportunity is afforded for security in conducting field 
research investigations. 

(9) The site provides a satisfactory social and professional environment 
that will attract and hold the type of personnel essential to the organization. 

The Snow, Ice and Permafrost Research Establishment recommends that first 
consideration be given to the Boulder-Denver area. 


SUITABILITY OF BOULDER LOCATION 


These conclusions are the reasons the scientists at SIPRE have out- 
lined for making their recommendation. Boulder is 30 miles from 
Denver, Colo. It is suitable from a personnel and transportation 


standpoint. Boulder itself is within 25 miles of the mountains and 
glaciers they need. I don’t know whether this committee has ever 
seen this report. I am not going to press the matter further, but if 
the chairman and his staff have an interest in this, the report is 
available. 

Senator Stennis. Senator Carroll, you have a very interesting mat- 
ter there. TI really was not familiar with that report. I will look 
into it a little further than you have summarized. 

Senator Carrot. It will be available. 

Senator Srennis. It is authorized, as you know, for location in 
Grafton County, N.H. That is the authorization project. 

Senator Carrott. That is right. I think out of fairness to New 
Hampshire, it should be said there has been an appropriation made. 
The money was not spent. But the Appropriations Committee itself 
in a desire to save money began to look at some of the existing Federal 
facilities, and this is why I raised the point here. The question of 
the facility.at the Rocky Mountain Arsenal. 


DARTMOUTH COLLEGE LOCATION 


Senator Brivces. Mr. Chairman, I think the distinguished Senator 
from Colorado whose judgment I respect and whose friendship | 
value has been very fair in his presentation of this. Naturally I am 
on the other side of the issue. I feel that Dartmouth College offers 
many distinctive values. Apparently the Army has concurred in 
this. As the able Senator from Colorado knows, this subcommittee 
and this full committee and the Senate itself last year approved this 
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project, and it was struck out in conference with the House. The 
House sometimes, as the Senator knows, does not go along with all 
that the Senate does. I am glad to hear what you have said. At the 
same time just as you are presenting something which you believe is for 
the best interests of the country and for the advancement of your 
State, so I hope you concede that same privilege to the Senator from 
New Hampshire. 

Senator Carroty. Of course. I want the record to show that oc- 
casionally here and there a Democrat is not really a reckless spender. 
We are trying to save $2 million. 

Senator Briwces. I dislike very much to disagree with my distin- 
guished colleague in regard to the possibility of the savings he has 
outlined. The report to which he refers was prepared by SIPRE 
a little over 5 years ago and much more extensive and comprehensive 
surveys have been made since. The testimony of the Corps of Engi- 
neers has been most explicit on this point, and in order to save print- 
ing cost—reportedly $35 per page—I would merely like to refer 
to pages 80 through 95 of the House hearings, which completely cover 
the subject. 

caine Srennis. We are glad you came in, Senator Carroll. 

Senator Carrouu. I will have this report available in my office for 
the staff. 

Senator Srennis. I wish you would. We thank you again. 

Senator Carroty. I thank you for your courtesy. 

Senator Stennis. Mr. Griffith is the next witness. You are here 
with reference to Andrews Air Force Base. 


ANDREWS AIR FORCE BASE 


STATEMENT OF H. P. GRIFFITH, UPPER MARLBORO, MD. 


PREPARED STATEMENT 


Mr. Grirrirn. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. What point was it in connection with the base 
that you wish to discuss ? 

Mr. Grirrirn. The runway. 

Senator Stennis. The committee will have a rule that the witnesses 
will send in a summary of their testimony and also something about 
their background so that this won’t have to be gone into. Did you 
have in mind how much time you wanted ? 

Mr. Grirrirn. Iam going to make it very brief. 

Senator Stennis, I was not going to arbitrarily try to limit you 
and no member of the committee would want to. 

Senator Carrotu. May I interrupt, Mr. Chairman? Was it under- 
stood that Mr. Cusack is going to come back this afternoon? 

Senator Srennis. Yes. I want him to confer during the noon 
hour if he will with the staff and I think they can help him. 

Senator Carrotu. He will stay here and meet with the staff. 

Senator Stennis. If you will, Mr. Cusack. 

Senator Srennis. Mr. Griffith, I see you have a prepared statement. 
Do you want to read this? 

Mr. GrirritH. I would like to comment on it. 

Senator STENNIS. You may put it in the record. 
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(The statement referred to follows :) 


Consideration is asked on the intention to build a new north-south runway 
parallel to and 2,000 feet from the old existing one. As presently planned the 
new runway will be west of the old one. This places the flyways or air corri- 
dors at the Forestville ends, 6,000 feet wide and 25,000 feet long over populated 
areas. Large numbers of people and some churches and schools are here. The 
Clinton area at the south end has similar problems. Certain restrictive ease 
ments may be placed on the first 2,000 feet of land and owners. Does the ele- 
ment of danger and the noise nuisance stop at exactly 2,000 feet? 

The planes stacked and moving clockwise over the countryside about Andrews 
Base produce their greatest noise at a few hundred feet elevation. If the air 
traffic is to consist of large multiengined jets moving at high speeds, can safety 
be assured the base and the surrounding population? Andrews Base is a vital 
and necessary military installation staffed by capable officers and men. Its size, 
fully adequate in 1942, 4,450 acres, may prove inadequate to operate and main- 
tain 500 or more large modern planes. 

Andrews Air Force Base is the air front door to the Capital of the United 
States of America. Should it not be built into one of the world’s finest, in fact, 
a perfect model? Are 10,000-foot runways adequate for the tremendous multi- 
engined jets now using the base? Would it not be wise to consider what the 
future may bring and prepare for it now? Should the length of the runways be 
increased to gain altitude within the base, or is it the answer to send the planes 
as they now do out over the populated countryside at very low levels? 

Regardless of the advances made in controlled missiles, people and freight 
will continue to fly in planes for many years tocome. The question at Andrews 
Base seems to be to what extent its size should be increased. The first 2.000 
feet of the flyways at the Forestville end lie over three great superhighways. 
Suitland Parkway at this point parallels the boundary fence of the base and 
merges with Route 4, at the Dower House interchange. The Jones Point-Wash- 
ington circumferential soars above the housetops at the Forestville interchange, 
overlapping Route 4. If floodlights are mounted on the high ramps they may 
cause further danger. 

‘xtend its boundaries to the east, where and while it is still virgin country 
and sparsely settled. Were the base to continue from its present end on 
Waterloo Road, down Waterloo Road to its intersection with Clinton-Woodyard 
Road, running north on Woodyard Road to its intersection with the Cheltenhan- 
Rosaryville Road: and construct from this point a new county road straight 
through the open fields to the old Route 4, or Marlboro Pike, merging with the 
Marlboro Pike at or near the real estate office of Parkwood Farms. Such a 
road would become a part of a public perimeter of roads completely surrounding 
Andrews Base. Within their confines would be space for all anticipated needs 
of the future. 

In the new land acquired for Andrews Base, build new runways east of the 
old existing one of sufficient width and length to take care of all present and 
future fiving needs, taking into consideration every precaution for the safety of 
the base and the people of Prince Georges County. 

Finish construction of Suitland Parkway. The westbound lane of this beauti- 
fully landscaped highway has been left incompleted since 1942. 

Continue the study and research of methods to control and muffle the noise of 
jet engines. 

GENERAL STATEMENT 


Mr. Grirrirn. I am Herbert P. Griffith, Route 1, Upper Marlboro, 
Md. 

Gentlemen, I have been sitting here listening to democracy in its 
simplest form. I have been a great admirer of many of you men for 
years. Tama private citizen living wnder the shadow of these Jets 
Senator Johnson thinks he has troubles. Let me invite him down 
to Andrews and show him some planes. We are going to have 4 
movement about every minute around the clock by the vear. Andrews 
is destined to become the world’s greatest and should be its most im- 
portant airport. It is an air front door to the Capital of America. 
I am not contesting Andrews. I am praising it and the many fine 
officers that I have met, and the personnel. But, gentlemen, I am 
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saying that the plans to build this runway are aimed over quite heavily 
populated sections of my county which it is true has grown. Andrews 
was placed there in 1942, but this was not known to the people who 
bought or built out there. This was officially kicked off at public 
meeting before the Prince Georges County Commissioners in Upper 
Marlboro on January 23, 1959. Working behind the scenes had been 
going on since 1953. 
DIRECTION OF NEW RUNWAY 


Gentlemen, in the last 5 years we have taken jets and run them into 
mighty things, 707 and bigger. To dump that across disrupts quite 
a few of my schools, quite a few of my fine neighbors. Iam not speak- 
ing for myself. I am under the runway. I am not asking you to 
move it. It is impossible. But the new one which they have on the 
boards to be built I am going to ask the most reasonable thing in the 
world: It be placed east over sparsely settled country. Senator 
Johnson seems to have trouble. This I want built into the world’s 
greatest airport. That is not an unreasonable request, sir. It should 
be the most impressive thing in America. Mr. Eisenhower’s plane is 
there, and everybody else’s is going to be there. I am going to try to 
put up with the noise. I hope I can take it. It is quite disrupting, 
Tassure you, sir. But the new one, if it goes in as the gentlemen have 
it planned, I am stuck between the two, so I am selfish. I want to take 
it out of there and put it east. 

Senator STENNIS. You mean between the two runways? 

Mr. GrirrirH. That is what it will be, sir, as well as will some 
churches and schools. I have a fine young man here representing 
Dr. Smith of Prince Georges County. The doctor has built us one 
of this world’s finest school systems. I personally called on the 
Doctor and he could not come but he sent this handsome young man. 
I would like him to say a few words after I read this proclamation. 
With that may I read my proposals? 

Senator Srennis. You have a well prepared statement here. 

Mr. Grirrira. Thank you, sir. Could I read the proposals? 

Senator Srennis. Certainly. 

Mr. Grirriru. Thank you, sir. Really to sell the proposals I have 
to read the footnotes, particularly the new runway running across 
three gigantic new superhighways. One of them is the Suitland 
Parkway, with the westbound lane left uncompleted since 1942, 
gorgeously landscaped, it is a magnificent road. The other is the 
new Pennsylvania Avenue under construction, two-thirds finished. 
The circumferential ground is purchased and will be started some 
time soon. They all meet right there. The runways parallel and 
go over, in places, this new circumferential. It rises in the air quite 
some height there, Senator. They are going to place on me certain 
restrictive easements, the young man told me. Understand, I live 
1,800 some feet from the boundary fence of Andrews, and if he is 
going to place me on restrictions of 80-some feet, and that is all the 
higher you can get a plane in the air, there is something radically 
wrong. I don’t know what. I am not an engineer. I am a plain 
citizen. I don’t want to bring confusion or certainly sell anything 
detrimental to these fine people. I am just asking, Are they using 
plans drafted so many years back they do not apply to the present 
situation and conditions? That is all I ask. 
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PROPOSED CHANGES IN PLANS 


Now, here is my proposal : 

Extend its boundaries to the east, where and while it is still virgin 
country and sparsely settled. Were the base to continue from its 
present end on Waterloo Road, down Waterloo Road to its intersec- 
tion with Clinton-Woodyard Road, running north on Woodyard 
Road to its intersection with the Cheltenham-Rosaryville Road; and 
construct from this point a new county road straight through the open 
fields to the old Route 4, or Marlboro Pike, merging with the Mar'- 
boro Pike at or near the real estate office of Parkwood Farms. Such 
a road would become a part of a pubtic perimeter of roads complete- 
ly surrounding Andrews Base. Within their confines would be space 
for all anticipated needs of the future. It is the future that seems 
to be at stake in all the hearings I have heard this morning. 

In the new land acquired for Andrews Base, build new runways east 
of the old existing one of sufficient width and length to take care 
of all present and future flying needs, taking into consideration every 
precaution for the safety of the base and the people of Prince Georges 
County. 

Finish construction of Suitland Parkway. The westbound lane 


of this beautifully landscaped highway has been left incompleted 
since 1942. 


NOISE OF JETPLANES 


Continue the study and research of methods to control and muiflle 
the noise of jet engines. 

Senator Srennis. That is a very good statement, Mr. Griffith. On 
that last point about the noise, you say you live 1,800 feet from the 
runway ? 

Mr. Grirrirn. Approximately 1,800 and something from the field, 
yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Is that a runway that is now being used ? 

Mr. Grirriru. That is the one that is now being used. 

Senator Stennis. You have small and medium and large jet planes 
taking off and landing on those runways now. 

Mr. Grieriri. Mr. ’ Herter w ent out the other morning. He missed 
the tree tops. We have others. We have seen as many as two at 
one time 707’s or similar types sitting on the field. 

Senator Stennis. During the day, and even at night you have these 
planes landing and taking off on that runw ay, is that right ? 

Mr. Grirrirn. Andrews never sleeps, thank God. 

Senator Srennis. I am trying to get some concrete idea. That 
background is for another question. These planes take off occasion- 
ally, once an hour or once every 5 or 10 minutes, or how often during 
the day from this runway that you live so near? 

Mr. Grirritu. Sir, sometimes they follow one after another and 
then there will be an interval. 

Senator Stennis. Here is my real question, While they are taking 
off or landing, what is the situation there in your home? During 
the nighttime does it awaken you if you are already asleep, or does 
it keep you from going to sleep if you are trying to4 

Mr. Grirrira. I am an old man. I have never had to resort to 
sleeping pills. I just will myself to sleep. I am forced to. 
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Senator Stennis. Does it awaken you or any member of your 
family ¢ 

Mr. Grirrrru. I know it upsets mother. It reaches the point that 
Iam forced to holler to be heard in the other room. ; 

Senator Stennis. I want to know from you, is it habitable? 


EFFECT ON PROPERTY VALUES 


Mr. GrirrirH. Senator, it is almost impossible, It is our home. 
We are people of very moderate circumstances. It has devaluated it 
to a point it is very doubtful I could sell it for what its original 
worth was. I am willing to overlook that if these concessions can be 
made. I believe also for my neighbors. The colonel has been quite 
helpful to the country. As the planes leave the base, rather than 
running the true line 4 or 5 miles, he tries to bend them east as readily 
as they can be bent. But a tremendous multiengine jet does not 
maneuver like the Thunderbird, and she drags the tree tops for quite 
a bit. It seems to be the situation nationwide here. Please don’t 
misconstrue what I am saying, gentlemen. I am not against An- 
drews. It is certainly a necessary thing. It has just got me down. 

Senator Srennis. I think it will keep you down if you live that 
near all this noise. I think you are a very fine witness except you 
should not apologize for your testimony. 

Mr. Grirriru. I do apologize. 

Senator Stennis. You ought not to. 

Mr. GrirrirH. Maybe I will get ornery in a moment. May I have 
the young man from Dr. Smith’s office ? 

Senator Stennis. Come forward, please, sir. State your name and 
address for the reporter. 


ANDREWS AIR ForcE BASE 


STATEMENT OF EDWARD BEECH, ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT 
TO SUPERINTENDENT OF SCHOOLS, PRINCE GEORGES COUNTY, 
MD. 


GENERAL STATEMENT 


Mr. Beecu. I am Edward Beech, administrative assistant to the 
superintendent of schools of Prince Georges County. I regret that I 
do not have a prepared statement. I will keep my remarks brief. 

There are, as Mr. Griffith has indicated, a number of our schools 

located in the area surrounding Andrews Air Force Base. A survey 
was made in 1955-56 of the effect of the noise and the flight patterns 
of the planes on the schools. At this time it was found as a result of 
the survey that it did not seem to be objectionable to the instruction 
going on. 
_ During the past few years as the flights in and out of Andrews have 
increased, there has been an increasing concern of the noise factor by 
the principals and instructors located in the various schools. As a 
representative of the school board, we are very much in favor of 
Andrews being developed for national defense and we see the neces- 
sity of the extension of the runways presently there. We are con- 
cerned only that the extension take place in a manner which takes into 
consideration the effect of the growth surrounding Andrews Air Force 
Base, and the resulting schools which must be built. 
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PROPOSAL TO MOVE RUNWAYS TO THE EAST 


At present it has been found through a survey of our schools, a 
very brief summary survey, there is a “feeling that instruction must 
stop in the classroom while the passage of these planes over the build- 
ings occur. With the increasing flights which will be going in and 
out with the expansion of the base due to the movement of the train- 
ing center, and I think Bolling transferring there also, as well as the 
naval instruction of flyers, there will be an increasing pattern of 
flights periodically passing over the schools due to the present flight 
corridors. It seems reasonable to also assume that there will be an 
increase in the danger factor to the children who are in the schools 
themselves. With the proposal Mr. Griffith brings forth of the move- 
ment of the flight pattern to the east and west, I believe this would 
preclude the location of our schools in this area. In other words, in 
our planning for the future we would try to place the schools so that 
they w anes not be in the direct flight corridors as they seem to be now. 

Senator Srennis. As I understand now, you approve this proposal 
to move the runways to the east. 

Mr. Brecnu. Yes. 

Senator Stennis. Is there anything further? 

Mr. Beecu. No, sir. 

Senator Stennis. I want to call this to the attention of the Air 
Force. This is a very definite concrete report and testimony. This is 
not something you can brush aside as a complaint of some individual. 
This goes to the very heart of this problem of locations and it is 
nationwide, as Mr. Griffith says. I want the Air Force to study this 
statement here and make an answer to it as soon as it can. I will see 
that a copy is given to the Air Force, and perhaps an answer can be 
given this afternoon or as soon as possible. 

(The information referred to follows :) 


USAF Repty To PrRoposaAts MApDE sy Hersert P. GrirFitH, UPPER MARLBORO, MD. 


The Department of the Air Force has analyzed the verbal testimony and the 
prepared statement given before the Senate Appropriations Committee on July 
24, 1959, by Mr. Herbert P. Griffith, of Upper Marlboro, Md., relative to the loca- 
tion of the new runway, 1L-19R, at Andrews AFB. 

For the reasons noted below, it is concluded that the relocation of this runway 
is not feasible nor in the best interest of the Department of the Air Force or of 
the inhabitants of the communities surrounding the airbase. 


1. ORIENTATION AND LOCATION OF RUNWAY 


This was predicated on: 

(a) The need to obtain a system of runways which will accommodate the 
maximum possible number of aircraft movements. When the missions and 
aircraft now stationed at Bolling AFB, the Anacostia NAS, and at the Military 
Air Transport terminal at Washington National Airport are moved to and added 
to the mission and aircraft now based at Andrews, the number of aircraft 
movements will be so voluminous that only a parallel runway system can safely 
handle the traffic. Wind conditions dictate that these parallel runways be 
oriented north-south. 

(b) Accommodating the new runway within the present real estate holdings 
thereby restricting Air Force expenditures and also not removing real estate 
from the county tax rolls. 

(c) Reducing to the absolute minimum the impact of flight operations over 
the surrounding communities. Up until the closing of the northwest-southeast 
runway (14-82), the area to the north of the airbase that was influenced by 
aircraft operations extended from 2,200 feet west of Suitland Road to 2,600 feet 
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east of the Andrews main gate, a distance of about 2% miles. Under the new 
runway system, the area which will be influenced by aircraft operations will be 
restricted between a point about 1,500 feet west of the Forestville Road and a 
point 2,600 feet east of the Andrews main gate, a distance of about 124 miles 
This is unquestionably the narrowest possible area of adverse influence. 

It is believed that these three objectives cannot be achieved with any greater 
success. It is worth noting that, in addition to the care that has been taken to 
dispose the new runway so as to have the minimum adverse effect on the sur- 
rounding communities, the additional precaution of establishing special flying 
procedures further reduces disturbance of the local citizens. 


2. STATUS OF MASTER PLAN 


The development of the runway system and of those facilities which appertain 
thereto is based on a master plan completed in March 1950. This plan antici- 
pated the future utilization of Andrews. It is only because of the success of 
this forecast that the Air Force now finds itself capable of accommodating the 

tolling, Anacostia, and MATS missions within the confines of Andrews AFB. 
The total mission can be adequately and safely accommodated within the present 
real estate holdings. This plan has been used on m: iny occasions by the present 
and preceding base commanders to acquaint the local citizens and officials with 
the proposed development of Andrews. 


3. DELAY IN UTILIZATION OF FACILITIES 


It is estimated that to effect Mr. Griffith’s proposal would delay effective use 
of the required facilities by approximately 3 years. This would have the effect 
of delaying the moving of the Bolling, Anacostia, and MATS missions and 
thus prolonging the concentration of airplane traffic around the Washington 
National Airport. 

4, ESTIMATE OF EXPENDITURES 


(a) Facilities presently under construction which would require relocation: 














Item Amount of Payments 
contract to date 
West aircraft parking NE so cic eames aad daaenp ect ak Seiaaiin Wemene stan si $1, 020, 032 $272, 428 
Parallel runway and aircraft parking apron_. Sdewabanet 8, 402, 869 1, 960, 348 
Shop, aircraft, engineer, inspection, and repair. ._-...-.-.------ eatin eee 407, 584 178, 885 
Organizati ional hangars (2)...--- Caadaeeee satin a : 3, 400, 000 453, 144 
Jet engine test cell. ; Ueaea 182, 500 78, 840 
Headquarters building (1254th) 209, 262 69, 835 
NN kona ca cachet Pega tac sas o> pslecaicaiaiasb aden gids oioaed a naps apace eataanialommatnn oat 3, 013, 480 


(6) Existing facilities which would require relocation : 
Estimated cost 
Control tower, batidine 1-78... --- ee $300, 000 
Hangar, building 1-180 (55,000 square feet) ___.______-____-________ 850, 000 
West aircraft parking apron (46,000 square yards) ---------------_- 920, 000 


CNN aN Aaa RS a a ees 2, 070, 000 
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(c) Fiscal year 1960 MCP facilities which would require redesign and site 
adapting to support Griffith proposal : 


Item Estimated cost 
Aircraft parking apron $6, 200, 400 
Aircraft washrack 126, 000 
Operations building 920, 000 
Terminal, air passenger building 479, 200 
Hangar, maintenance (5) 7, 550, 300 
High speed taxiway 
Pad, warmup. 

GCA system 

Electric substation 
Central heating plant 

ILS system 

Lighting approach system 


(d) Real estate, in fee, required to support Griffith proposal (3,000 acres): 
$3,000 per acre—total, $9 million. 

(e) Termination of contracts for facilities included in item 4a, above: 25 
percent of remaining contractual work to be accomplished—total, $2,652,192. 

(f) Redesign and site adapting to support the Griffith proposal: 10 percent of 
total estimated cost for facilities included in items 4 a, b, and ec, above—total, 
$3,479,114. 

(9) Recapitulation of total estimated expenditure by item required to support 
the Griffith proposal : 


Existing facilities which would require relocation (item 4b) $2, 070, 000 
Facilities presently under construction which would require reloca- 

tion (item 4a) 13, 622, 247 
Facilities which would require redesign and site adapting to support 

Griffith proposal (item 4f) 3, 479, 114 
Real estate, in fee, required to support Griffith proposal (item 4d)__ 9, 000, 000 
Termination of contracts for facilities included in second item im- 

mediately above (item 4e) 


30, 723, 553 


It should be noted that these estimated costs for reconstruction are based on 
normal Air Force design procedures which include the selection of sites which 
have favorable topographic features. The area delineated by Mr. Griffith for 
the location of this runway has highly unsatisfactory topography. The runway 
would have to traverse a gully which is about 4,000 feet wide and 80 feet deep 
at the lowest point. Other portions of the land within the delineated area 
(land which would be needed for the construction of taxiways, aprons, hangars, 
and other support facilities) are also composed of unusually rough terrain. ‘The 
additional costs that would accrue to correct this topographic situation have 
not been computed, but could very well run into several million dollars. Suffice 
it to say, no Air Force engineer would ever select this site for the construction 
of the subject facilities. 

It should be noted that the costs of existing facilities and those under con- 
struction are actual costs and do not reflect normal increases in construction 
costs that would accrue before reconstruction is effected. 

In essence, it develops that Mr. Griffith’s proposal would increase the cost of 
developing Andrews Air Force Base by about $32 million. 


5. ENVIRONMENTAL INFLUENCE 


The Air Force recognizes that “the element of danger and noise” is inherent 
in all aircraft operations. It is for these reasons that local officials are en- 
couraged to enact ordinances for airport and comprehensive land zoning around 
airbases. It has consistently been the position of the Air Force that zoning 
ordinances are essential to the welfare of the community and of the airbase, and 
that said ordinances are the only means available to prevent the erection of 
structures which would be adversely affected by aircraft operations. It is the 
experience of the Air Force that unless appropriate zoning is enacted and 
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enforced, a relocation of runways, such as is proposed by Mr. Griffith, solves no 
problems relative to the protection of the surrounding area. It merely postpones 
the day of reckoning. For some inexplicable reason, people will continue to 
puild and inhabit structures within the approach paths of airfields. 

With reference to the specific questions asked by Mr. Griffith, the following 
answers are submitted : 

Question. Should it not be built into one of the world’s finest ; in fact, a perfect 
model ? 

Answer. It is believed that, when the runway abuilding is completed, the 
runway pattern will be the finest available. It will permit the maximum 
number of aircraft movements with maximum safety. It is certainly worth 
noting that said runway pattern is identifical to that being built at the Chantilly 
Airnort, the most up-to-date airport of all. . 

Question. Are 10,000-foot runways adequate for the tremendous multiengined 
jets now using the base? 

Answer. Runway lengths and the operating characteristics of the aircraft 
that will use said runways are always carefully computed to achieve compat- 
ibility. To not do so would endanger lives. The runways at Andrews are 
adequate for the assigned aircraft. 

Question. Would it not be wise to consider what the future may bring and 
prepare for it now? 

Answer. Consideration of the future is accomplished by having the master 
plan of each base show its expansion capability. This capability is taken into 
account when Air Force missions are assigned to an airbase. As noted earlier, 
the plan which is now being implemented at Andrews was produced in 1950 on 
a prognosis made in 1949, a definite indication that the Air Force does exactly 
as Mr. Griffith suggests. 

Question. Should the length of runways be increased to gain altitude within 
the base, or is it the answer to send the planes as they now do out over the 
populated countryside at very low levels? 

Answer. This is being accomplished. The existing north-south runway 
(1R-19L) is being lengthened southward from 7.200 feet to 9,755 feet, thus per- 
mitting the airplanes to achieve a higher altitude when outside the base bound- 
aries, and also permitting them to maneuver away from populated areas at a 
— southerly point. The new runway (now under construction) will be 9,300 
eet long. 

Question. The question at Andrews Base seems to be to what extent its size 
should be increased. 

Answer. None. When the mission presently assigned to Andrews (this in- 
cludes the present Bolling, Anacostia, and MATS missions) is in full operation, 
a saturation of airspace will occur. No additional aircraft will be able to 
operate from this airbase. Increasing the physical dimension of the airbase 
will do nothing to alleviate flying conditions or airspace capability. 

Question. Continue the study and research of methods to control and muffle 
the noise of jet engines? 

Answer. This is a continuing search which is being encouraged by the military 
and civil elements of aviation. The use of noise suppressors on military air- 
craft is unacceptable if these suppressors impair, as present ones do, the effi- 
ciency of the aircraft. It is noted, however, that the VC-137 aircraft (a non- 
combat aircraft) based at Andrews are equipped with noise suppressors. 

Question. Finish construction of Suitland Parkway? The west-bound lane of 
this beautifully landscaped highway has been left incomplete since 1942. 

Answer. Development of the Suitland Parkway is not within the purview of 
the Department of the Air Force. However, we have been advised by the Na- 
tional Parks that present traffic volume does not warrant further construction 
at this time. 

GENERAL STATEMENT 


Senator Srennts. Mr. Griffith, I have already told you what I think 
of your testimony, and I want to thank both of your gentlemen for 
being here. I don’t know that there is any definite answer to this 
matter, but I certainly think it isa problem. 

Mr. Grirriru. I would like to toss one more bouquet. before I leave. 
I wish I were writer enough to set down that this is a democracy. A 
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humble citizen can come in here and state his views and receive the 
treatment I did. Thank you, gentlemen. 

Senator Srennis. We are very glad to have you come here. It is 
the witnesses of the type you gentlemen are that we need, because we 
don’t get to feel this problem unless you do come in and tell us about 
it. Thank you very much. 

The next item on the agenda here is General McGowan and his 
staff to come here and be prepared with reference to a matter of con- 
cern to this committee concerning the program with special reference 
to National Guard armories. 

General McGowan, we are very glad to have you here this morning, 
and Colonel Badger. 


NATIONAL GUARD ARMORY PROJECTS 


STATEMENTS OF MAJ. GEN. DONALD W. McGOWAN AND LT. COL. 


RALPH R. BADGER, NATIONAL GUARD BUREAU, DEPARTMENT 
OF DEFENSE 


GENERAL STATEMENT 


General McGowan. Thank you, sir. 

Senator Stennis. General, you know the request of this subcom- 
mittee to be prepared to get into this problem on the construction 
program of the upcoming fiscal year, the sum that is in the bill on 
that point as well as additional construction programs. You have 
already testified and the present occupant of the chair did not have the 
privilege of hearing you that day because I was on another matter, 
but I have reyiewed your.testimony and I am familiar with it. Do 
you have a prepared statement this morning ? 

General McGowan. I have no prepared statement this morning, Mr. 
Chairman. Iam prepared to answer your questions. 


BACKLOG OF AUTHORIZED ARMORY PROJECTS 


Senator Stennis. General McGowan, I know as a general propo- 
sition, and I have reviewed it some in anticipation of this hearing 
this morning, that we have a great backlog of authorized National 
Guard armory projects, for which there are no funds in this to 
provide the Federal contribution toward building. We had before 
the Armed Services Committee this year the authorization bill in 
which there were.a great many requests to authorize even more addi- 
tional armories, and they had merit in their requests. The committee 
took the position, and I think a sound one, that even though those 
proposals had merit, there were many authorized projects already on 
the books and on the waiting list, the States had appropriated money 
expecting them to be built, and that whatever was done should be in 
the direction of trying to absorb and take up the presently authorized 
proiects before we took another bit of the newly authorized ones. 

We understand it is a fact that you have quite a few projects for 
National Guard armories that are authorized above and beyond those 
that are in the budget for this bill today, is that correct ? 

General McGowan. That is correct, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Do those projects extend throughout the Nation! 
They are not just confined to one area of the country, I am sure. 
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LIST OF AUTHORIZED PROJECTS 


525 


General McGowan. Mr. Chairman, they cover 30 States which have 

: : ? : ae 
approved and authorized projects which are not funded in the bill, sir. 
Senator Stennis. I have asked you to have with you a list pre- 


pared ona statewide basis. 
General McGowan. We can submit that list. 


We are prepared, sir. 


Senator Stennis. If you don’t have it prepared yet, I wish you 
would prepare it and put it in the record at this point. 
(The information referred to follows:) 


Public Law 685 Army National Guard projects recommended for funding 


State and location 


Alabama: Ashford 
Alaska: 
Bethel 


DOE TINNINO osicin dass cc desc oh cdo 


Ketchikan 

Sitka 
Arizona 

Yuma 


PE. cn nteineniasnowancaee cas 


California: 
San Fernando 
Ventura 
Georgia: 


Marietta... 


Reynolds_...---- 
Atlanta 


Louisiana: 

Camp Beauregard 

Do- pet aaa 
Kansas: Yates Center 
Maine: 

South Portland 

Gardiner 

Millinocket 

Saco _- 

Belfast ind 

Brunswick. . 

Portland __..- 

Augusta 
Massachusetts: 

South Boston. 

Saugus : 
Michigan: Sturgis 
Minnesota: 

Minneapolis. 

Duluth 

Stillwater 
Mississippi: Camp She!by 
Missouri. Jefferson City 
New Hampshire: Concord 
New Jersey: 

Hammonton 

Pitman 

Trenton MS 
New Mexico: 

Espanola 

Socorro .__. 
New York: 

Pa 


lunit Exp 


sciaaeaaiphaisabnme 2 unit Exp 


2 unit plus exp 
1 unit exp 
1 unit exp 
2 unit exp 
1 unit exp 


1 unit exp.____-------- Sasataeneausaa - 


2 unit plus exp 
USPFO OFF 


-19 unit rehab 

6 unit rehab 

2 unit plus exp 
CFMS .. 
USPFO WH exp.. 
USPFO WH 


| 1 unit 


1 2 anit... 





Behe ac ovcuscecunetenccuubesuncsnn 
SH.... 


Estimated 
Federal cost 


Thousands 
$ 











526 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION APPROPRIATIONS, 1960 





Public Law 685 Army National Guard projects recommended for funding—Continued 












State and location Type Estimated 
Federal cost 
| 
North Carolina: | Thousands 
SN date enenisinemepaaanebine aunbnmed NE ca eetickinedcin ua cesusalcniie same | $95 
0 ES eee Dn cintivtnbetbheiannaeahioneisnede a 98 
I ieee acitarnsicin slsteaisonis iahbeodl eihadeanlebiedoebinacs 1 unit sandeep tesla nese aseni | 95 
I isin acceadkindchineiiuieatnnaiamienuainiin’ Se  cidehtenaidishininetdinieeieinn ibe | 109 
| ee a RIES ocala ine ails alanis ndieliiinice: om de | 122 
ER easement nnneneewenes eed LS ee | 12 
Laurinburg -_...-- CE ian enmen I oo nia:i nianisnipeesnneabaiaes maa 105 
RD ase iis cratic Sic gistesdim cncian icbientncinrennick Lt a Siasaaseieianeen i 357 
I ie iran cirdindctinnintidbewnmcminewaurs Scan cuicutonbinhestpdwabe staan se 95 
DIR cone nSninnbwcainchensacecoanetoun ay Rec waia atin omens snap ecie | 98 
A eae a a a | 353 
acon tienbiaminaitinmeacmavcaiaton NE ni icckntrnckcndkeciaaenekel 135 
Puerto Rico: | 
ek aa ac atari NN ces sn udimencnus é 160 
I cnegiininacaeliee ise naeeis atti iisheniaeminiterdanitn meen ieee 38 
South Carolina: | e 
ee ah aisi na ncgkucnnnemvanninkumcnete RE ES ee ON ET | 99 
ie ls esliaatisini ba smaree RBG alicia cate iewisereuunnnideein 9 
en epi pbesinecnaneoncern RE adinccait caicisinanianinieaiasnensicle 99 
gi 5 ies Srnscl igi avi siaiesoaneatlDaatsiapeccieia co Sais cschenihes peihebtacidntidin Macca mene 99 
NTE ee cidaeenn aun BEN ho oeiurnccacantcusveekeccensedcen 99 
ol! SU eee eamciniinaoudieie OO hae ais cts ces aan 99 
a oe cnmamenine SII iss cic oidicinsceialag nine acitaiaitanansesceeecribintead 80 
Tennessee: 
ae ete eae nie 142 
a a aie aie cantina ei hiiesile eS eee 91 
re cial hi cmon ee ee ok eee be neel 91 
ae Somer ei eae 2 We a | 91 
I a a a ecg NUR ee soci ne peieavecnduecvesonseene 91 
I eran elk eteaencine REND soccer mavininnncnercsbasmsne 165 
Texas 
ES ne eee le ae ans ineaaeeile 93 
IR ge oe usenet imenimnanads ot aaa wonnannincekwnmamanecudiony 154 
EN Sy oti onipednenkausb sac eeneseue ok wan nema ep 231 
SE SR eae ener ee De Re eta ph ooe 93 
SS eae RO tak tc unten nauntdmmbes | 153 
Virginia: 
a ei a i ekcoene boned ed ote 5 Coens ceaenene 441 
IE Cie ieddtaciimcistaticcemamnbeemadme Ns inte tuliis -acds cascuesenee 135 
West Virginia: 
189 
189 
a SP ERS Rae SES a a ea 189 
PUNE ett fie 2 2 os A 189 
I I ne 142 
Neen iah cis cckcseinnbnacannneaen 12, 219 











SELECTION PROCEDURE 


Senator Srennis. These lists that are made up that I have referred 
to review again, General, if you will, just how those lists of eligibles 
are made up. 

General McGowan. As the Senator undoubtedly knows, sir, the ad- 
jutant generals of the several States submit these armory projects in 
their priorities to house the units of the greatly expanded National 
Guard that was organized since World War II. After having been 
pa upon by a State facilities board as to their validity out in the 

eld, being representative of all the Armed Forces, then this project 
comes in on a prepared form with their action indicated upon it, to 
the Bureau. After we study the project, it is submitted by the Bu- 
reau, under present procedures, for authorization by the Armed Serv- 
ices Committees of the House and the Senate. 

In making up the list we try to match the projects in ratio to the 
greatest need in the several States. Understandably some States have 
greater need for armory construction for two reasons. One is perhaps 
that they had perhaps little pre-World War II armory construction, 
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and, secondly, they have more greatly expanded their guard in some 
States than in others since World War Il. Having made up the list 
and after being authorized by the Congress, we prepare our funding 
request against those authorized, within the limitations of the fund- 
ing program of the armed services. 


VARIANCE BETWEEN STATES 


Senator Srennis. If I understand, you cannot follow a uniform 
pattern throughout the Nation even based on population or availabil- 
ity of manpower because this being a matching process over the years 
past as well as now, there is some variance between the States as to 
making the funds available. Therefore, the pattern, even though it 
appears irregular in any given year, when you consider a 10 year 
period it will balance off, will it not, nationwide ? 

General McGowan. We have certain States that have done little 
with Federal support in constructing armories, and will do little. I 
might name some. Illinois is one which had a very large State sup- 
ported construction program. The Senator would discover that the 
dollar support for the armories built in Illinois bear no relationship 
to the size of the guard in Illinois. 

Further, as the Senator indicates, some States were not able to pro- 
vide matching funds early in the program. As they have been able 
to provide matching funds, we tried to let them catch up with the 
others. 

Senator Stennis. You do stick to the idea, though, that the States 
having put up some of the money, prepare the original list and sub- 
mit it to you. : 

General McGowan. That is right. 

Senator Stennis. Getting down to cases, about how many of these 
authorized projects above and beyond the present budget recommend- 
ations would you be prepared to proceed with should you get the 
additional money ¢ 


PROJECTS WITH MATCHING FUNDS AVAILABLE 


General McGowan. We have screened the total authorized list of 
armories and nonarmory projects, Mr. Chairman, and we find that 
the bulk of them could be placed under contract by the States since 
they have matching funds and have advised they have the sites. 
There are 86 such projects in 30 States. The estimated cost would 
be slightly in excess of $12 million. 

Senator Stennis. The Federal cost ? 

General McGowan. The Federal support. Against that, as you in- 
dicate, sir, the States would provide as a minimum one-third of that 
sum as their share—25 percent of the total construction cost—plus 
the cost. of the site and other additional features in the construction 
which they desire, but which we do not support with Federal dollars. 
That approaches today from 40 to 45 percent State cost and 55 to 60 
percent Federal cost. Thereafter. the States pay the total cost of 
maintaining and operating the buildings. 


42550—59——_34 
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MAINTENANCE AND OPERATION 


Senator Srennis. The State performs the maintenance and oper- 
ation. 

General McGowan. That is right. 

Senator Srennis. The State owns them after they are constructed. 

General McGowan. That is right. 

Senator Stennis. They are dedicated to military use. 

General McGowan. We are required to secure from the State a 
contract that this occupancy for National Guard or national defense 
purposes will be unimpaired for a minimum of 25 years. 

Senator Srennis. This-is repetitious, but I-want to be certain that 
it is clear. When you report to your 86 units that are scattered 
through : 30 States that you could build if you had the money, you are 
talking about 86 units in addition to those that are now in this appro- 
priation bill? 

General McGowan. Yes, sir. We are referring to presently un- 
funded projects under the financial program which I defended before 
this committee. 

TOTAL FUNDS REQUIRED 


Senator Stennis. And to carry out that number of projects, where 
all of the preliminaries have been taken care of in making up the 
priority list, it would take only $12 million additional of Federal 
funds above the budget ? 

General McGowan. Yes, sir. The precise estimated sum is $12,219,- 
000, sir. 

Senator Stennis. That is very good, indeed. As a general average 
proposition. 40 to 45 percent of the cost is carried by the State. 

General McGowan. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. And 55 to 60 percent is carried by the Federal 
Government ? 

General McGowan. That is correct. 

Senator Stennis. That is construction cost. 

General McGowan. Yes, sir. 

Senator Srennis. Thereafter it is altogether a State matter of 
maintenance and operation. 

General McGowan. I would like to amend when I agreed with you, 
sir, that is the State cost including the site cost. 


STATE FUNDS AVAILABLE 


Senator Srennis. Yes, I understand that. You say you could 
proceed with this package that you have just referred to costing a 
little over $12 million. Do you mean by that, that the State money 
for those purposes in these 30 States is available, and they are ready 
and willing to move on the program ? 

General McGowan. That: is correct, sir. We have an up-to-date 
report from the States on the amount of funds that they have. 

Senator Stennis. I wish you would give us that, please. 

General McGowan. That total is today $26 "million which the 
States have available in matching funds right now; sir. 
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Senator Stennis. That is considerably more than $12 million in 
Federal funds. 

General McGowan. Yes, sir. In fact, it is almost a sufficient 
amount of money to extinguish eventually the whole armory require- 
ment. 

Senator Stennis. When you say 86 projects in 30 States and $12 
million of Federal funds, why didn’t you make your calculation on 
the entire available State fund and see what that would bring. 


LEVEL OF GOOD OPERATION 


General McGowan. I could say, sir, that would support Federal 
construction ata dollar cost of $78 to $80 million. It would not serve, 
as I am sure the Senator would agree, any useful purpose to even 
think of money in that magnitude, because in fiscal 1956 and 1957 
we obligated Federal funds for armories between $25 million and $30 
million. That is the level that is a good operation as a maximum I 
would say. 

Senator Stennis. As a practical matter, then, and without in any 
way rushing the program that is an operational level that you can 
proceed on as a practical matter. 

General McGowan. Yes, sir. That is a good level by which to 
estimate the States’ capacity to carry on the construction. 

Senator Srennis. So when you speak of these 86 additional 
armories, you are talking about approximately a $26 million program 
as a total ? 

General McGowan. About $16 million, sir. 

Senator Stennis. I am talking about the total cost. You said it 
would take $12 million Federal. 

General McGowan. $12 million Federal and in State construction 
cost about one-third of that, totaling about $16 million. That is in 
addition to the present authorization which is in the bill. 

Senator Stennis. As I understood you could take care of these 86 
additional units or armories under such a program and what would 
be the approximate total cost of those 86 armories? 


COST OF ARMOBY SITES 


_ General McGowan. $12.2 million of Federal construction dollars, 
sir. About four million to five million of State money, and then the 
additional cost of the armory. sites: which we don’t. compute in this 
ealculation. 

Senator Srennis. The site itself is a sizable sum. 

General McGowan. Yes, sir; it is. It can be a very substantial 
sum. 

Senator Stennis. Larger than I had realized, perhaps. I requested 
you to make up a program and I commend you for taking one as a 
level here that is practical. You also think that this is needed, do 
you not? You have been made Chief of the Bureau here lately, and 
you really speak with the utmost authority based upon your experi- 
ence and Jong and successful career in this important field. You 
really think that this program at the level you testified about. is prac- 
teal. You have already said you think it is reasonable and neces- 
“ary to carry out the program that you envision, do you not? 
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BUDGETARY RESTRICTION 


General McGowan. I do. I would like to repeat again, sir, that I 
am restricted to a request or to urging of funds within the program 
we may support. I do want to say that each of these 86 projects we 
mentioned has been carefully screened against the reorganized needs 
of the guard, the strength that they maintained in those communities, 
and the prospect for an indefinite future need for those structures at 
those places. 

Senator Srennis. I have observed not only in my home State but 
in others, the local units, whether it is National Guard or the Reserve 
unit, have a great influence in the thinking of the people in that area 
concerning our military program. They see it in operation. They 
get the feel of it. These men live there at home. I think it is a great 
source of understanding for our people of the need and necessity to 
have a military program. I am not referring to the Air Force or the 
Army or any particular phase, but a large military program. I think 
that is a source of good in this program that is frequently overlooked. 


GRASS ROOTS UNITS 


General McGowan. We feel, sir, that the Army Reserve and the 
National Guard are grass roots units. They are the visible evidence 
to every local citizen that we all have a duty to perform in defense 
of the things that we believe make America better than any other 
country. 

Senator Stennis. We had a debate in the Senate the last 2 or 3 
days about the oath of allegiance. I was surprised that there was 
such objection found to taking some of the oaths. When I was com- 
ing along in life as a young man, it was considered a privilege to take 
an oath of fidelity to the flag and the Constitution. Getting to the 
local units, there is a town in my home State which is rural, they have 
an Armistice celebration there every November 11 since World War 
I. The National Guard unit has been strong there all the years, and 
they parade and the flag comes out, the weapons are on review, the 
boys march, the mothers and fathers and sisters cheer, and I think 
that little unit there on that Veterans Day celebration has been the 
sparkplug of more patriotism and loyalty to the flag and pride in the 
country than any other one exercise I know of in my State. Really 
that National Guard unit has been a large part of the sparkplug of 
that entire movement. They still hold services every November 11. 
So there are values that we sometimes overlook. These armories are 
a regular focal point for building that spirit and having pride in 
country. 

I will now ask you a survey question, General. This subcommittee 
is interested in a practical program of trying to carry out more ex- 
tensive armory construction than is reflected in the present bill. Is 
there any other point that I have not developed here that has a bear- 
ing on this matter? 

General McGowan. Yes, sir. Very briefly, sir, as I think the Sen- 
ator would recall from the regular testimony we practically doubled 
the National Guard after World War IT. 

Senator Srennis. Yes. 
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NEED FOR PERMANENT FACILITIES 


General McGowan. That was looked upon as a cooperative effort on 
the part of the States and the Federal Government. Local munici- 
palities provided on a temporary basis, places for many of these units 
to safeguard their arms and to provide meeting places. That tem- 
porary condition has carried along now for pretty close to 15 years. 
They are now getting impatient, but they would like to see the perma- 
nent facilities provided, and these municipal facilities released. I 
think, as the Senator will likewise recall, Senator Case was con- 
cerned last year that municipalities had voted bond issues, had pro- 
vided funds for construction, and were awaiting for such construc- 
tion to take place so that the money they were paying interest on 
could be put to good use. 

Those are the only two points. We are very appreciative of the 
attitude of the Congress in helping us and the States and municipal- 
ities tosolve that problem. 

Senator Stennis. That helps to fill out the picture. The actual 
site is frequently furnished by the town or city where the armory is 
to be located. 

General McGowan. Yes, sir. Frequently it is a cooperative effort 
between the county, the township, and the borough or city. 

Senator Stennis. They have taken those steps in anticipation of 
the Federal funds being made available. 

General McGowan. Yes, sir. 


APPROPRIATION OF FUNDS BY STATE LEGISLATURES 


Senator Srennis. The State legislatures have appropriated these 
funds that you referred to a while ago in the expectation and the 
reliance that Federal funds would be made available. 

General McGowan. We do have a few cases where such voted 
funds have not. been able to be used for the purpose appropriated. It 
is with great difficulty that the military authorities in the State are 
able to get the appropriation extended indefinitely year after year 
until we can support them from our end. 


EFFECT OF FAILURE TO PROVIDE FEDERAL FUNDS 


Senator Stennis. Once these projects have been initiated and local 
funds provided and the State funds provided, if you do not get. the 
funds to proceed with the building, then their interest is quickly dis- 
sipated in disappointment and disillusion. 


INTEREST ON BOND ISSUES 


General McGowan. That is so. In many cases they still have to 
pay interest on the moneys they have sold bonds to raise. 

Senator Stennis. After the lapse of some time they lose interest. 
I know that is reflected in the Reserve units. 

General McGowan. The units seem to stick along somehow. They 
are pretty tough plants. Of course, they are also much better off 
with the new armory. They have survived many disappointments. 
Tam happy to say in the past 6 years and more we have provided over 
a thousand new training facilities such as we are discussing across 
the country, most of them in small towns where there is one unit. 
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Senator Srennis. The total cost of these armories raises from 
what ? 
COST OF ONE-UNIT ARMORY 


General McGowan. A one-unit armory built of minimum size 
would vary from $110,000 here in the States to a cost in Alaska, 
where building costs are very high, to twice that sum for a one- 
unit armory. It depends upon the geographical location with. re- 
spect to ¢ limate largely. 

Senator Srennis. You might be interested to know, General, that 
the Armed Services Committee, of which I am also a member, had a 
great number of requests from a large number of States for additional 
armories in the authorization bill. They were all declined for the 
reasons I have already given, that we already had more authorizations 
than we could get F ederal funds for, even though State money was 
available. The House version of the bill had some additional armories 
in it. To be consistent the Senate had to object to those armories in 
conference, and they were stricken out at the Senate’s insistence, even 
though we are strong for the program. We are certainly going to try 
to get additional funds to keep your program moving along. In time 
we hope there will be additional authorization. 

Is there any point that you have now that has a bearing here? 

General McGowan. No other point except to thank the chairman 
very much for this opportunity to answer questions. 

Senator Srennis. We are delighted to have you and the colon 
here. 

There are no other witnesses here on this subject matter. [ say to 
the Army and the Air Force and the Navy, I know of the limitations 
you are under, but if there is any special situation that anyone that is 
interested in your Reserve programs wants to call to the attention of 
the committee, we will hear it with the same interest and concern that 
we are hearing this. I know the members of the services can’t initiate 
these matters. General McGowan didn’t initiate these items we have 
just covered. I know you have some very valuable Reserve. units 
in the country and I think they get scant attention myself. They de- 
serve more encouragement and more facilities. The facilities they 
do have mean a great deal to the little city or town they may be in. 
Thank you again. 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AiR Force 


STATEMENT OF BRIG. GEN. C. F. DREYER, DEPUTY DIRECTOR OF 
CIVIL ENGINEERING, ACCOMPANIED BY COL. T. H. RUNYON, 
ACS/GUIDED MISSILES; COL. M. T. EDMONDS, DIRECTORATE OF 
CIVIL ENGINEERING; COL. J. B. WILLIAMS, ASSISTANT FOR 
DEVELOPMENT PROGRAMING; J. R. GIBBENS, DIRECTORATE OF 
CIVIL ENGINEERING; COL. W. H. PARKHILL, DIRECTORATE OF 
CIVIL ENGINEERING; R. H. JENSEN, DIRECTORATE OF CIVIL 
ENGINEERING; HERBERT SUFIT, DIRECTORATE OF BUDGET; 
LT. COL. D. M. GOODFLEISCH, DIRECTORATE OF OPERATIONS; 
LT. COL. H. F. SIMMONS, DIRECTORATE OF OPERATIONS; LT. COL. 
T. J. HERRON, ACS/GUIDED MISSILES; LT. COL. E. J. ISTVAN, 
ACS/GUIDED MISSILES; LT. COL. C. E. ZEIGLER, DIRECTORATE 
OF PLANS; LT. COL. J. I. SAAD, DIRECTORATE OF OPERATIONS; 
LT. COL. R. T. MILLER, DIRECTORATE OF OPERATIONS; MAJ. REED 
0. HUDSON, ACS/INTELLIGENCE; MAJ. C. E. JOHANSON, DIREC- 
TORATE OF CIVIL ENGINEERING; R. RIO, DIRECTORATE OF CIVIL 
ENGINEERING; COL. F. K. NICHOLS, DIRECTORATE OF COMMUNI- 
CATIONS-ELECTRONICS; J. M. McCAULEY, DIRECTORATE OF RE- 
SEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT; R. DIAZ, HEADQUARTERS, AIR 
RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT; AND COL. R. SMOTHERMAN, 
HEADQUARTERS, AIR RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT 


GENERAL STATEMENT 


Senator Srennis. General, you may proceed in your own way. 

General Dreyer. Mr. Chairman, those items are in volume 6 of our 
justification book, and if it suits your purpose we would like to go 
through volume 6 page by page and item by item and take up the 
subject just as we did with the regular program. 

Senator Srennis. Very good. 

General Dreyer. Colonel Parkhill will discuss those items. 

Colonel Parkuitt. Mr, Chairman, I would like to point out that 
we have covered the facilities descriptions for a number of these proj- 
ects. With your permission, sir, when we come to those projects, I 
will so indicate. 

Senator Srennis. Just tie it in so anyone checking the record will 
get the cross reference. 


ELMENDORF AIR Force BASE SHOP MISSILE ASSEMBLY 


Colonel Parkutin. The first project, page 939, “Elmendorf Air 
Force Base, shop missile assembly, $232,000.” That was discussed. 
It provides a building for the assembly, test. and maintenance of 
——— air defense missiles. 

The next project, page 940, this is a project associated with the one 
Which we just discussed, also at Elmendorf Air Force Base, a multi- 


ooh magazine storage, $250,000. It is for the storage of ammuni- 
ion, i: 








534 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION APPROPRIATIONS, 1960 


2 
weapon for the fighter aircraft. 


Senator Stennis. What is that 
General Dreyer. It is a 








GULKANA AIR Force STATION, GAP FILLER 


Colonel Parkuiy. The next, page 941, “Gulkana Air Force Sta- 
tion, gap filler, $502,000.” This prov ides ‘a complete gap filler radar 
station with powerplant, road, utilities, and accommodation for a 
small operating crew. This will improve the radar warning system. 

Senator Stennis. That will be tied in with what? 

Colonel Parkuu. It will be tied in with the aircraft contro] and 
warning. 

Kine Satmon Arrport, ALASKA, STORAGE BASE 


The next project, page 942, “King Salmon Airport, storage base,” 
multicubicle magazine, $380, 000. This was discussed in open session. 
It provides a standard Air Force facility for the storage of ——— 
defense missiles. 

Senator Stennis. Is this storage partly underground? 

General Dreyer. No, sir. This is stored in a sort of stall type 
structure with doors that in the event of an explosion would blow off 
and concrete walls between the cubicles so that the explosion will not 
affect adjacent weapons. 

Senator Stennis. I have seen some of those, I think. 


WHITE ALICE, ALASKA, COMMUNICATIONS 


Colonel Parkutmy. The next item is page 943, various locations, 
“White Alice, Alaska, communications, $531, 000.” This will pro- 
vide an addition to the troposcatter communication system ——— 
communications buildings, building additions, tower foundations, 
and utilities. 

Senator Stennis. These are more or less the channels through 
which the information is going to come? 

Colonel Parkuiz. That is right, sir. This will provide addi- 
tional communications to the United States. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 


Various LoOcaATIONS, ALASKA, TROPOSPHERIO SCATTER 


Colonel Parkuttn. Page 944, “Various locations, Alaska, tropo- 
spheric scatter, $7,488,000.” This will provide reliable communica- 
tions along the Aleutian Chain. This will tie in the DEW 
line and 

Senator Stennis. Was this part of your original planning? You 
are getting into some large money now in this $7,488,000. These 
other projects have been small. Is this a part of your original 
planning? 

Colonel Parxutty. Yes, sir. This is a part of the overall develop- 
ment of reliable communications throughout the whole theater. 

General Dreyer. I think that initially the need for the rapid com- 
munications was not quite as urgent as it is today with the short 
warning time that we must have. As pointed out in the justification, 
the present communications system is not fast enough. This 
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will give us faster and more reliable communications so that the 
warning is transmitted rearward at the earliest practicable time. 

Senator Srennis. What do you mean ——— reliable? 

General Dreyer. I think you have two problems involved in com- 
munications up in that area, sir. We have so much interference in 
the northern areas with electronic communications ———. At other 
times it gets garbled and the information that is received is not 
intelligible. 

Senator Stennis. Is that a natural electronic interference that just 
comes from that area? 

AURORA INTERFERENCE 


General Dreyer. Yes, sir. It is the aurora and that type of inter- 
ference you get in the northern areas. It has always been a problem 
up there, sir. 

Senator Stennis. I know nothing about electronics at all. It is a 
problem in many places, as I understand; is that correct ? 

General Dreyer. Yes, sir. It varies in the individual localities. 
Some days it will be clear asa bell. Other days you can’t get through 
at all. 

Senator Stennis. Like the weather. 

General Dreyer. These interferences change from time to time at 
the same location. I have experienced that myself. I was working 
up in that area. Sometimes you could get calls through; sometimes 
I could not contact anyone. 

Senator Srennis. These are fill-ins of some weak spots? 

(Discussion off the record.) 

——— Stennis. These items here on page 944 you consider essen- 
tial ? 

General Dreyer. Yes, sir; extremely essential. The whole system 
on which we have spent so much money is dependent upon the com- 
munications, 

Senator Stennis. The next item. 


Norsp OPERATION CENTER 


Colonel Parka. Page 945, Colorado Springs facilities, Norad 
Operation Center, $10 million. This was previously discussed. 

Senator Stennis. That is the initial construction ? 

Colonel Parkuty. That is the initial construction increment for 
the Norad Command Center. 

Senator Srennis. I think that is fully covered, gentlemen. I know 
I heard it in the authorization hearing and I have heard it here. I 
don’t think you have to go over that again. 

Colonel Parkumu. The next item is 946. 

Senator Stennis. There was a gentleman in here this morning that 
was talking about the location. It is not the same place that you had. 
How far is it from where you had it originally? 

( ‘olonel Parxuiy. It is 7 miles south of Colorado Springs. 

Senator Srennis. How far is it from your present location ? 

General Dreyer. About the same distance, I would say, because our 
present location is right in Colorado Springs. 
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Senator Stennis. I have been there but I did not remember whether 
we went out or not. You are satisfied with this location in every 
way ¢ 

General Dreyer. Yes, sir. As far as I know, the tests have shown 
it is a feasible site from the geology and we can go ahead with con- 
struction as soon as funds are available. 

Senator Srennis. The next item. 


Marcu AiR Force BASE, CALIF., COMBAT OPERATION CENTER 


Colonel Parkuim.. Page 946, March Air Force Base, Calif., Com- 
bat Operation Center, $5,651,000. This project is to provide a com- 
bat operation center for the 15th Air Force of the Strategic Air 
Command. : 

Senator Stennis. What is the total cost of putting this in shape? 

Colonel Parxui.. This will provide a complete and usable facility 
with the funds stated here, $5,651,000. 

Senator Stennis. That is just the additional cost of making it what 
you call a usable facility ? 

Colonel Parxutiy. Yes, sir. ———. 

Senator Stennis. How far are you going with this as to other 
installations ? 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Stennis. Why don’t you take them all at one time? 

General Dreyer. It is still a question, sir, that we can only get so 
much in an annual budget. We feel that obtaining them this way, 
if we are successful, will give us what we are after. Possibly not 
in the time period we would like to have it, but the best we can do 
under the circumstances. 

( Discussion off the record. ) 

Senator Stennis. You are trying to protect yourself here with 
this particular move from a direct hit or near miss or what? 

General Dreyer. As to direct hits by high yield nuclear weapons, 
if there is a defense, I don’t know what it is. We have to play the 
probability of the enemy capability in size weapons, their CEP’s, 
and their probability of knocking us out. This gives us a lessened 
vulnerability that we think is a good risk and we can stay in operation. 

Senator Stennis. It will probably protect you from a near miss. 

General Dreyer. That is right. 

Colonel Parkuity. The next item is page 947 and 948. 

Senator Srennis. As I understand for this request here there are 
only two more. 

_ General Dreyer. That is all that I visualize in our future program- 
ing, yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Very well. 


SAGE SuPercoMBAT CENTERS 


Colonel Parkniii. Page 947 and 948 describe the next project, 
various locations, “SAGE, supercombat centers,” $57,300,000. 

Mr. Chairman, due to the changes subsequent to the printing of 
the book and due to the influences of the revised air defense plan, the 
justification should be revised as follows: 

The first change is on page 948. The names of the divisions have 
been changed as follows: Southeastern, Central, Northeastern, Great 
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Lakes, North Central, Northwestern, Rocky Mountain, and South 
Central. We have adjusted the 1959 program to provide for the 
excavation of three hard sites at $5.5 million each, and the construc- 
tion of a SAGE test facility at L.G. Hanscomb AFB for $4.2 million. 

The 1960 program will then provide for the completion of three 
hard sites, excavation of three hard sites, and the construction of one 
complete soft site. This will reduce the 1960 request by $3 million to 
$54,300,000. This figure also includes a requirement for real estate 
of $1.3 million. 

Senator Srennis. This is your SAGE supercombat centers. I 
thought the SAGE was a transmitting system tied in with your 
BOMARC? You would not say “SAGE supercombat centers.” 

General Dreyer. I am quite sure you are recalling our reference to 
the GATR, the ground air transmitter system that we presented as 
a repetitive item in the regular program. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Srennis. I am surprised that you would call it a combat 
center. 

General Dreyer. It controls the combat, sir, the air battle. I think 
it is rather an appropriate name. 

Senator Stennis. It is not a combat center. 

General Dreyer. A combat operation center would probably be 
more appropriate. ‘ 

; Senator Stennis. Not only for your BOMARC but for your 
shters. 

anew Dreyer. Yes, sir. It differentiates between hostile targets 
and our own aircraft that are passing through. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Stennis. This F-104 is your new incoming fighter? 

General Dreyer. I think the 102 is the backbone of the fighter de- 
fense force right now, sir. 

aon STENNIS. They operate through this same system, is that 
right ¢ 

General Dreyer. The 102 primarily, sir. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Srennis. This page 948 lists the location of these areas. 
Was this amendment due to your change in plans? 

Sea Dreyer. Due to the master plan referred to as the revised 
plan, sir. 

Senator Stennis. You have changed the name to the revised plan, 
that is right ? 

General Dreyer. Yes, sir. 

Senator Srennis. I think that is very timely. 

General Dreyer. Revised air defense plan. 

Senator Stennis. Let us take the next item. 


Gap FILLER SITES, VARIOUS LOCATIONS 


Colonel Parkuttn. Page 949, “Gap filler sites, at various locations,” 
$2,280,000. This project, sir, has been adjusted by the new air defense 
plan. We are reducing the request for gap fillers from 19 to 8, and the 
funds requested will be reduced to $960,000. 

Senator Stennis. Let us take the next item. 
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RADAR IMPROVEMENT 


Colonel Parxurm. Page 951, “Radar improvement, various loca- 
tions in the United States,” $20 million. This project was described 
in open hearings. It provides for construction of radar towers, elec- 
trical power plants and distribution systems to support new and im- 
proved radars ; 

Senator Stennis. What is this used in connection with ? 

Colonel Parkutty. The radar warning system. The detection and 
identification of enemy aircraft. ; 

General Dreyer. This ties back into the SAGE, sir. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

I would like to point out, too, sir, that a good part of this SAGE 
and radar system is also used in connection with normal air traffic 
as well in peacetime. It is not just simply something that is standing 
there waiting for war to come along. As we indicated in open hear- 
ings, the FAA will have representation and will have facilities in 
our supercombat center facilities. 

Senator Stennis. The next item. 


NortHwest U.S. AFOAT-1 


Colonel Parkniti. Page 954, Northwest United States. This isa 
special operation for the AFOAT-1. I am sure you are familiar with 
that agency. The cost is $167,000. The project will provide for the 
construction and operational station, necessary power, utilities, and 
underground vaults to house highly technical equipment. ———. 

Senator Srennis. That is part of your special setup 2 


Colonel Parkuriy. That is right. This is a mission assigned by 
the Joint Chiefs of Staff to the Air Force , 

Page 955 we have another project for this same activity in the 
Northwest. It is a littlesmaller. It employs a different system. 

Senator Stennis. Let us proceed tothe next page. 


BOMARC SrrTsEs 


Colonel Parkut1.. Page 956, various locations, BOMARC sites. 
The Air Force request included $20 million for BOMARC defense 
missiles. Under the revised air defense plan this $20 million would 
be deleted from the 1960 program. Under the revised air defense 
plan, sufficient authorization and funds are available from the 1959 
program to provide the BOMARC construction required in 1960. 

Senator Stennis. So you want to delete this item ? 

Colonel Parkutiy. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Page 956. 

Colonel Parkutmy. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. I have $26 million. 

Colonel Parxu.. That was adjusted previously during the open 
hearings. 

Senator Srennis. I will not argue that one with you. The next 
item. 
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STRATEGIC MISSILES, VARIOUS U.S. LOCATIONS 


Colonel Parknity. Page 957, strategic missiles, various locations 
in the United States, $i0 million. This project will provide for the 
construction of assembly, checkout, maintenance and test facilities at 
15 various Air Force bases. It is required to provide technical sup- 
port facilities for the GAM 72 and GAM 77 missiles. 

Senator Stennis. What do you mean, technical support facilities ? 

Colonel Parkuity. There would be a test shop, an assembly shop 
and a propulsion engine test shop to make up this complex for each 
site. 

Senator Srennis. What is this in connection with? You list on 
page 957—A revised a different item. 

Colonel Parkuty. This is a different item, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Stennis. Yes. On 957 there is $10 million for maintenance 
and test facilities. Is that for the planes themselves? 

Colonel Parkuty. No, sir. We have two missiles that are carried 
by the heavy bombers. 

Senator Stennis. I see it in the middle of the page. You have 
this HOUND DOG. 

Colonel Parxuttit. The QUAIL and the HOUND DOG. 

Senator Srennis. They are taken by the plane. 

Colonel Parkuiy. Yes, sir. They are launched from the plane. 
That is air to ground . 

Senator Stennis. Are they going to be stored around at these SAC 
bases ? 

Colonel Parkmmu. Yes, sir; at the heavy bomber bases. 

Senator Stennis. The next item. 


BALLISTIC MISSILES, VARIOUS FACILITIES 


Colonel Parkuttt. Page 957—A, ballistic missiles, various facilities, 
$393,085,000. This project will provide construction of facilities at 
various locations in support of the following weapons systems. Three 
operational ATLAS ICBM squadrons, and related test and technical 
support facilities, $142,890,000, Four and a half operational TITAN 
ICBM squadrons, and related test and technical support facilities, 
224,700,000. Research and test facilities at two locations for the 
MINUTEMAN ICBM missile, $1,950,000. Operational facilities and 
support of the SENTRY and MIDAS satellite programs, $23,545,000. 

Mr. Chairman, the next seven pages provide details on these various 
programs. We have our experts here if you have any questions, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Gentlemen, I am overdue for an appointment al- 
ready, and I am going to have to ask you to excuse me now. We will 
take a recess until 2 :30. 

(Thereupon at 12:40 p.m., a recess was taken until 2:30 p.m., the 
same day.) 
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AFTERNOON SESSION (Fripay, Juty 24, 1959) 


DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR Force 


STATEMENTS OF BRIG. GEN. C. F. DREYER, COL. W. H. PARKHILL 
COL. T. H. RUNYON, COL. M. T. EDMONDS, COL. J. B. WILLIAMS, 
AND LT. COL. T. J. HERRON—Resumed 


BaLListic MISSILES SUPPORT FACILITIES 


Senator Srennis. The hearing will be in order. 

You were just going to explain the item on page 957—Air Force 
book 6. I think you should go into that and at least cover the high 
points. You have several sites in it. 

Proceed with your explanation, Colonel. 

Colonel Parkutn. This $393,085,000 item for ballistic missiles 
provides for three operational ATLAS squadrons and related techuni- 
cal support facilities, 444 TITAN squadrons and related facilities, 
research and test facilities for two locations for the MINUTEMAN, 
operational facilities and support of MIDAS and satellite programs. 

The following pages give the details of this program. We have 
personnel here who can talk to any point that you desire. 

Senator Srennis. These three ATLAS ICBM squadrons—this is 
the sites and the supporting facilities for those three squadrons? 

Colonel Parkutty. Yes, sir, technical support only. 

General Dreyer. The base support items are not in this. We are 
programing generally those facilities simultaneously except where 


long lead time items are in here and we can wait until a subsequent 
year to program the support facilities for those squadrons. It is 
all phased. 

Senator Stennis. You have 414 TITAN ICBM squadrons. That 
is all fairly well set and firm, is it not? 

General Dreyer. In what respect ? 

Senator Srennis. It is fixed as to what you must have and need. 


DESIGN AND PLANNING 


General Dreyer. Yes, sir, we have built and are building both 
types of facilities now, TITAN and ATLAS facilities. 

The configuration of some of the later squadrons will change inso- 
far as the ATLAS program is concerned and also insofar. as the 
TITAN program is concerned. However, the design is to the point 
where we know very well what we are planning to construct. with 
these dollars. 

Senator Stennis. You have an item of research and test facilities 
at two locations for the MINUTEMAN ICBM missile. That 1s 
relatively small in amount. Is that just an added item that you 
need there? 

General Dreyer. No, sir, this is research and test for the MINUTE- 
MAN that we will follow later with operational sites. We have no op- 
erational sites for this and there are none in this program for the 
MINUTEMAN. 

Senator Stennis. That is still in the testing phase ? 
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General Dreyer. Yes, sir, and these are facilities to assist and 
expedite the research and development phase of this weapon system. 


SENTRY-MIDAS SATELLITE PROGRAM 


Senator Stennis. The last operational facilities in support of 
SENTRY-MIDAS satellite program. Let us take that one first. 
You have your men here. Let us get into that first. 

Colonel Parkuitt. We propose to provide a central tracking sta- 
tion and development control center for the SENTRY, the reconnais- 
sance satellite. For the MIDAS we propose to construct three pads 
and one blockhouse, at Point Arguallo, a missile-support building at 
Vandenberg, read-out facilities at Thule and in England to modify 
northeast site and central site. ‘These sites are receiver stations to 
collect intelligence from the MIDAS satellite. 

Senator Stennis. How many of these tracking facilities, and so 
forth, do you have, gentlemen? This SENTRY and MIDAS, for in- 
stance, has the same tracking facilities, or do you have a separate setup 
for each of those ? 

General Dreyer. I would like to call on our expert witnesses, if I 
may, to explain how these read-out facilities, and so on, do fit into the 
overall program of our satellites of various types. 

Iam sorry. We will have to defer that until Colonel Runyon ar- 
rives. He was here this morning. I thought he would be back with 
us this afternoon. Could we defer that until a little later? 

Senator Stennis. Yes; that will be all right. You just handle it 
the way you want to take it up. I think the record should cover the 
minimum high points of the whole program. 

You have all of these additional] little items. You have these bases 
for ATLAS, TITAN, your research, your MINUTEMAN, your op- 
erational facilities, too, and SENTRY and MIDAS. Did you say 
you had people here? 

General Dreyer. Colonel Runyon was supposed to be back here this 
afternoon at 2:30 but I do not see him around here at the moment. 


ATLAS anp TITAN ProcRam 


Colonel Parkuitt. We can discuss the ATLAS and the TITAN 
program. 

Senator Stennis. Start with those if you would, please. 

Colonel Parkuiti. Under ATLAS, the previous years’ construction 
programs have provided facilities for six operational squadrons as 
well as test, training, and support facilities. The first six squadrons 
are located at Vandenberg, Warren, Offutt, Fairchild, and Forbes. 

I want to make a change here on page 957b. The seventh will be at 
Warren, the eighth at Lincoln, and the ninth at Schilling. The test 
facilities programed for Edwards are modification of captive test 
stands and modification of ground support equipment. At Patrick 
we would modify a launch facility and modify a guided missile data 
collection station. We also require an addition to the transmitter 
building, the powerplant, and water supply system. 

With respect to the technical facilities, we will provide a liquid 
oxygen production facility at Fairchild Air Force Base, a technical 
supply building, a guided missile assembly building, a nose cone fa- 
cility, and a liquid oxygen facility at Forbes Air Force Base. 
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That, sir, would cover the requirements for the ATLAS squadron, 

Senator Stennis. Here on page 957 revised, you have the seventh 
squadron at Schilling, $30 million, eighth squadron, Lincoln, $55 mil- 
lion with an asterisk by it. Explain what that means. 

Colonel Parxuity. The degree of hardness accounts for the differ- 
ence in price. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Stennis. What is the latest you have on operational date 
for this matter? 

(Discussion off the record.) 

General Dreyer. Our missile man is here now if you would care 
to hear about these. 

Senator Stennis. We will take them in order. 

Colonel Parkuity. Would you like to take up the TITAN? 

Senator Stennis. I think so. 


LAUNCHING SITE COST 


What are the rounded out figures as to cost of one of these sites, say, 
the one like you are going to put here at Lincoln? 

General Dreyer. Are you referring only to the construction costs! 

Senator Stennis. I want to get an idea of what it costs per unit 
for a launching site and that includes the facilities that have to go 
with it. How much will it cost per unit? 

General Dreyer. The cost figure which you see here ——— is $55 
million for all of the launching and technical support facilities. The 
base support facilities that will support this particular squadron will 
vary depending on what is already in existence at the base. 

It will be $55 million for the launching facilities and the technical 
support facilities. That is the construction cost only. 

Senator Stennis. On the average, how much are you going to have 
to add to that for support? 

General Dreyer. I think a good figure would probably be on the 
order of $3 million per squadron. I think that is a good figure. 

Senator Stennis. Do you think that is enough? 

General Dreyer. Yes, sir. If we averaged them out across the 
board on what we have programed to date, if we run out of support 
bases toward the end of the program, of course that could very well 
go up; but right now we have support bases in existence that have 
largely the facilities we need on them. 

Senator Srennis. That will include the support facilities like 
bachelor officer quarters, housing, and so forth. 

General Dreyer. Yes, sir. 

Senator Srennts. Is there anything else you want to say about 
ATLAS and TITAN? , 

General Dreyer. No, sir. 

( Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Stennis. Of course, you feel that each change you make is 
a considerable forward step and improvement. 

General Dreyer. Yes, sir; and the step forward was made as soon 
as we could make it with improvements in the weapon itself and with 
the guidance systems and so on. 

Colonel Runyon. What the gentleman has said is absolutely cor- 
rect, ————. Therefore, one has to set sites and ideas in concrete 
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early. This is an evolution, then, of learning as you go, and, as you 
have pointed out, has been a better step as we have gone down the 
line. 

Senator Srennis. Come up to the table here, please. 

We asked a question about the time schedule on this matter, Colonel. 
Were you here when that question was asked ? 

Colonel Runyon. No, sir; I was not. 

Senator Stennis. I asked the question here if there was anything 
more recent than the Secretary’s announcement about the ATLAS 
schedule for launchers. 

Colonel Runyon. He made the statement, as I know you are aware, 
that the difficulty we encountered in the R. & D. program will take 
approximately 60 days for us to resolve, and this is the last word that 
we have had and is the program we are working on. 

( Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Srennis. What site is it that you have in mind ? 

Colonel Runyon. ———. 


MINUTEMAN PROGRAM 


Senator Srennis. The next part of your $393 million item was with 
reference to added research and development. It dealt with MIN- 
UTEMAN, $1.950 million. 

Colonel Parkutty. That provides two experimental prototype 
launchers at Edwards Air Force Base and a modification of the static 
test stand at Edwards; also, at Patrick Air Force Base it will provide 
utilities, roads, and a propulsion inspection building. 


Senator Srennis. That experimental prototype launcher is kind of 
a toy launcher, is it not, rather small ? 

Colonel Runyon. That is just about right. These are limited pro- 
pellant models that would be launched. ‘They would be unable to go 
very far. They are to demonstrate the silo launch techniques and the 
problems connected with it. You are right. There will also be one- 
third scaled model launchers. 

Senator Srennis. Next is SENTRY and MIDAS. Could we have 
something further on that? You have the central tracking station. 
Explain what you mean by that and what you will be building there. 

Colonel Runyon. I have Colonel Herron here with me who is our 
project officer on this subject. 

Senator Srennis. Give us some of the details on the central track- 
ing station. I want to know what that covers and why it is necessary. 

Colonel Herron. This tracking station is exactly that, in the sense 
that a satellite, once it is launched, acquires information where we 
want it to acquire information. It is tracked and kept track of on 
each of its orbits around the earth and we must have some way of get- 
ting this information back to us. That is the data acquisition part. 

Tracking and data acquisition station is the correct nomenclature 
for it. 

( Diseussion off the record.) 

There is a central, a northeast—and the third one is a northwest 
one. 

_General Dreyer. I think you will find those with ‘modifications 
listed under the last two items on your page. 


42550—59——-35 
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SATELLITE TRACKING SYSTEM 


Senator Stennis. The figures appear up above here. 

Do each of these satellites require their own tracking system 

Colonel Herron. From the geographical point of view; yes, sir. 
The geography of the United States does not lend itself too well to 
MIDAS. As such, the location of our three MIDAS stations must 
be necessarily quite different from the SENTRY stations of which 
all the latter are in the United States proper. ———— 

Senator Srennis. Beginning with the VANGUARD—that had a 
tracking system, did it not? 

Colonel Herron. Yes, sir, it did. 

Senator Srennis. Beginning with that and coming on down—do all 
of these satellites have a separate tracking system ? 

Colonel Herron. No, sir, I was speaking of the operational system 
itself. The research and development tracking stations are at Patrick, 
and our national ranges, and these are used for the research and de vel- 
opment. VANGUARD was an experimental research and develop- 
ment satellite. 

Senator Srennis. You were talking about the research and develop- 
ment ? 

Colonel Herron. Yes, sir. 

Senator Srennis. You say because of their peculiarities and differ- 
ences they do require separate tracking systems? 

Colonel Herron. That’s right. The SENTRY stations lend them- 
selves to a modification which will allow them to receive information 
from the MIDAS satellites all right with a very minimum of ex- 
penditure—around $200 000 in comparison to the overall cost. They 
can and will be modified to act as a backup, but they do not serve our 
operational purpose primarily. In fact, they cannot do so because 
of their geographical location. In an emergency you might have to 
wait hours for information that you needed in seconds while you 
were waiting for a satellite to come over one of these three stations. 


PURPOSE OF SENTRY AND MIDAS 


Senator Stennis. What is the purpose of SENTRY and MIDAS 
for the Air Force? 

Colonel Herron. SENTRY and MIDAS both are outgrowth of the 
Air Force weapons system 117-L, a program with w hich you are un- 
doubtedly familiar. The Air Force has been working on it for 4 
number of years. 

This system currently is under the direction of the Advanced Re- 
search Projects A gency ‘because it is in the research stage. 

(Discussion off ‘the record. ) 

Senator Stennis. Are you satisfied that it is possible to have a sys- 
tem like that? Is it just a question of getting it effective? 

Colonel Herron. Yes, sir; the technical feasibility has been demon- 

strated and it is a matter of developing the hardware at this time. 

Senator Srennis. I, frankly, cannot remember what I read in the 
newspapers and what T hear in executive sessions. How much of this 
has been published about these reconnaissance satellites and warning 
satellites ? 
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Colonel Herron. I am afraid altogether too much, but to specifi- 
cally answer your question, I really do not know in what detail it 
has been given to the press. 

Senator Srennis. I would like to have some idea about it. I im- 
agine some of these matters get out and you have to go on and make 
statements that you would not otherwise make to the press. 


RECONNAISSANCE SATELITTE 


Colonel Herron. Yes, sir; this has happened in the past and I am 
sure it will continue in the future, because it is a well-known fact 
that we are indeed developing a reconnaissance satellite. How much 
of the details and how far along we are is indeed still classified. The 
reconnaissance satellite as well as the attack alarm system, both of 
which once were one system, are now divided. 

Senator Stennis. Did you say that ARPA was handling this for 
you ¢ 
* Colonel Herron. Yes, in that they are conducting the research and 
development. They are charged with the responsibility for advanced 
projects. 

Senator Stennis. You are asking for three pairs, one blockhouse 
for $3.5 million. You are operating that part, are you not ? 

Colonel Herron. Yes, sir; this is our operational system which will 
follow the R. & D. effort. In fact, the two are almost impossible to 
separate as to where the R. & D. ends and where the operational pro- 
grams begin. 

Senator Stennis. You are getting the money which means you are 
fixing to move dirt. 

Colonel Herron. Yes, sir. 

Senator Srennis. You are going on with this construction this cur- 
rent fiscal year; are you not ? 

General Dreyer. Yes, sir; that is our plan. Otherwise, sir, there 
would be a long delay if we waited for the completion of R. & D. to 
get into the operational phase which we know we cannot afford to do. 

Colonel Runyon. Also, there should be very little time lapse be- 
tween the time we have proven ourselves in R. & D. and when you 
can go operational. The time span should be much shorter than in 
some other systems. 

_ Senator Stennis. When you get this into operation, assuming that 
it is going to be a success, it is going to detect these ICBM’s soon 
after they get off the ground. I am referring to incoming ones. 

Colonel Herron. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Srennis. I am beginning to believe there are only two 
defenses, one of which is this point of warning and the other is just 
be somewhere else. I say that with all respect to those who are work- 
ing on the problem. 

(Discussion off the record.) 


WEAPON OF DEFENSE 


Senator Stennis. The actual weapon of defense is where we hope 
the NIKE-ZEUS will come in; is that correct ? 
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General Dreyer. That is correct. I believe that is the directive 
that was given to the Army, which is what I read in the newspapers. 

Senator Stennis. We have heard a lot about it at the conference 
table this year. I do not know that we have learned much about it. 
. However, that is the plan; is it not? 

General Dreyer. To my knowledge those are the only plans, al- 
though I do not know all the plans, either. 

Colonel Herron. If I might act as a strategist here for a moment, 
our posture of deterrence is based on the Strategic Air Command 
and our early warning lines that we have constructed. In the age of 
the ICBM, the proposed deterrent is the early warning of our infra- 
red MIDAS system plus the real deterrent, strong arm of this system, 
the ATLAS, TITAN, and MINUTEMAN. 


Senator Srennis. Is there anything else to be said about those sys- 
tems ¢ 
As I recall, there was another item after SENTRY and MIDAS. 
General Dreyer, It is on page 957. 


BALLISTIC MISSILE EARLY WARNING SYSTEM 


Colonel Parkutiu. The next item is on page 958, “Ballistic missile 
early warning system, various facilities, $33,456,000.” This project 
provides various ballistic missile early warning technical and support 
facilities at Clear, Alaska, and Thule, Greenland, and the Zone of 
Interior display center interim facility. 

This request contains the second increment of technical and support 
facilities for the ballistic missile early warning system. The projecis 
requested here are on page 958(a). At Thule, Greenland, we propose 
to provide an emergency powerplant and a heated auto storage 
building. 

At Clear, Alaska, we have nine projects: A dispensary, 75-man 
OQ, multipurpose recreational facility, fire station, vehicle fueling 
station, fencing, auto maintenance shop modification, diesel fuel 
storage and powerplant addition. 

For the rearward communications, we require $17.2 million, and 
for the Zone of Interior display center, $1.2 million, bringing the 
total to $33,456 million. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Stennis. Is there anything else? What about this 
BMEWS? This is one of your increments on your system; is that 
correct ? 

Colonel Parkut. That’s right. This is the second large incre- 
ment and it should essentially complete the two sites. 

Senator Stennis. Where are these two sites ? 

Colonel Parkutty. Thule, Greenland, and Clear, Alaska. 

Senator Stennis. Does this include all of your support facilities, 
such as BOQ’s? 

General Dreyer. Yes, sir; this essentially completes this program. 


KuNSAN AIRBASE 


Colonel Parxuty. The next item is Kunsan Airbase. This pro- 
vides a standard Air Force storage and assembly facility. 
Senator Stennis. What is the next item ? 
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Colonel Parxutti. Page 961. The next project, on pages 961 and 
962 provide for a single site for the a classified mis- 
sion to be located in Okinawa. The item on page 961 was author- 
ized last year and the $4.1 million on the next page is in this year’s 
authorization. These two sums together, $9.9 million, will provide 
this facility . 

Senator Stennis. This $4 million at Okinawa—I thought we had 
about finished up Okinawa. We have put so much in the last few 
years, I thought we had it covered. 

Colonel Parxuiu. This will provide for an improved sys- 
tem. 

Senator Srennis. It is in the current appropriation bill, where 
MACE would be included or left out, but that is the European 
MACE they are talking about. 

(Discussion off the record.) 


TACTICAL MISSILE 


Senator Stennis. Do you consider this a tactical missile? 

General Dreyer. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. This is $4.1 million. 

Colonel Parxuitu. It is $4.1 million plus the $5.8 million from last 
year’s authorization. The total project is $9.9 million. 

Senator Stennis. This is the last increment ? 

Colonel Parkuttu. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. What is the next item ? 


OsAN AIRBASE, KOREA 


Colonel Parkui.. Page 963, on Osan Airbase, Korea, aircraft 
shelter $144,000. This provides two shelters for four of the fighter- 
bomber aircraft . The shelters are needed to house the 
aircraft and crews during the severe Korean winters. 

Senator Srennis. Allright. What is the next item ? 

Colonel Parkutti. Page 964, the next project is also at Osan, 
Korea. This is for an ammunition assembly storage facility. 

Senator Stennis. What is the next item ? 

Colonel Parkutiy. Also, at Osan, we require an operations build- 
ing . It will be a reinforced concrete structure to house the 
control center operations. 

Senator Stennis. What is the next item? 


WAKE ISLAND 


Colonel Parxuii. Page 965, Wake Island in the Pacific area, stor- 
age base, aviation fuel, $639,000. This will provide for the construc- 
tion of steel tanks and necessary pumping. 

Senator Stennis. Is that enough to put them up? 

Colonel Parkuiii. Yes, sir. 

Colonel Epmonps. We believe it is a good estimate. 

Colonel Parkuiti. Page 966, Goose Airbase, Canada. This project 
provides for an addition to the ready crew building, $303,000. 

Senator Stennis. Next item? 
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Ernest Harmon AFB, CANADA 


Colonel Parxuiu. A similar facility at Ernest Harmon Air Force 
Base, Canada, $297,000 is required for an addition to the ready crew 
building. 

Senator Stennis. What is the next item ? 

Colonel Parkumu. Page 968, Ernest Harmon Air Force Base, 
Canada. 

Senator Stennis. Let the record show that when I call for these 
next items, I have read from the justification sheets here enough to get 
some understanding about what you are asking for. 

Colonel Parkutiu. Page 968, Ernest Harmon Air Force Base, shop, 
ammunition, $350,000. This project will provide for an assembly and 
checkout building. Support construction includes a security guard- 
house, security fence and soil embankments, parking area and a sew- 
age treatment facility. The siting will be in the special 14 air-defense 
ammo storage area. 

Senator Stennis. What is the next item? 


Ramey Arr Force Base, P.R. 


Colonel Parkum. Page 969, Ramey Air Force Base, P.R., parking 
apron, $350,000. This was discussed in the open hearings. 
Senator Stennis. What isthe next item ? 


INcIRLIK AiR Force Base, TURKEY 


Colonel Parxutty. Page 970, Incirlik Air Force Base, Turkey, 
dormitory for airmen. It is to provide a 200-man dormitory. 

Senator Srennis. Where is this place with reference to Adana? 

Colonel Parxuity. It is about 10 miles from Adana. Adana is the 
name of the city or town. This is the airbase there. 

Senator Stennis. I will tell you what I consider a compliment to 
the Air Force. Some of us stopped there once and they were expect- 
ing us. We were very well taken care of and we had a wonderful 
American meal. Then, we left. Two or three days later we limped 
back in there with a bad valve or something on one of the engines. 
We got the same warm, cordial reception, although we were not ex- 
pected and _ did not know we were going to arrive more than 30 
or 40 minutes before we arrived. We got the same fine accommoda- 
tions and meals and the members were very pleased. 

I was there when we were building this installation, too, putting 
down the concrete. Some of the engineers over there had een 
bronzed like the rest of the people because they had been there so 
long. I think the very modest sum that you ask for that place should 
be recommended and I will be glad to recommend that item. 

What is the next item ? 

Colonel Parxuiu. On page 971, this is also at Incirlik. This is 
for a building to house the TACAN equipment. 


Cry AIRBASE 


Colonel Parxumu. Page 972, Ciyli Airbase; taxiway, runway ac- 
cess. We discussed this in open hearings. It provides for a taxiway 
to connect the ends of therunway. None exists. 

Senator Stennis. That is $1.3 million? 
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Colonel Parkum. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. What about that? Do you have to have those? 
This is not such a busy place, is it? Even though it is important, 
there is not a lot of activity going on there all the time, is there? 

General Dreyer. It takes on added importance when there is trou- 
ble in the area and without a taxiway, aircraft have to land on it and 
taxi back again. While aircraft are doing that, other aircraft cannot 
use it. This taxiway becomes quite important when this runway needs 
to handle aircraft during such emergencies. 

Senator Stennis. What is the next item? 


WoOopBRIDGE, ENGLAND 


Colonel Parkumu. Page 973, RAF station Woodbridge, England; 
dining hall, airmen, $310,000. This will provide for the construc- 
tion of dining hall for 400 men, It will replace two Nissen huts that 
seat 250 men. 

The existing buildings are in very poor condition and are crowded. 
We feel that this is a very important item. 

Senator Stennis. What is the next item ? 

Colonel Parkxumu. Page 974, Germany, operational facility, $6 mil- 
lion. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Srennis. If you do not get the appropriation for MACE, 
you will not need these shelters, will you ? 

General Dreyer. If the MACE-B is not bought, that is correct. 
However the Air Force still maintains the position that is what we 
would like to do and we would still proceed with this program if we 
are permitted to do so. 

Senator Stennis. It is in conference to a degree. The House left 
it out and we put it back in to a degree. 

General Dreyer. Obviously, if the missile is not bought, then we 
will not expend these funds if they are granted to us. 

Senator Stennis. If it gets left out of the appropriation bill, the 
fact of the matter is you would rather take this $6 million out of 
here and put it somewhere else ? 

General Dreyer. We could reprogram but we would not have time 
to reintroduce it in this bill. 

Senator Srennis. Let me announce to you now that even though 
we complete the hearings of the Air Force this afternoon, we, never- 
theless, will give you another chance after you see what the House did 
in its appropriation bill. 

Of course, I know you will largely agree with them on whatever 
they did, but we will open up the books and you can come back for 
a modest reclama. 

We are now on page 975. 


FACILITIES IN GERMANY 


Colonel Parkum. Page 975 is for various locations, Germany; 
storage base, ammunition $385,000. It will provide for inspection 
and maintenance facilities at three bases for the storage of ammuni- 
tion. 

Senator Srennis. This is in Germany ? 
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Colonel Parkuitt. Yes, sir. 

Senator Srennis. What type of weapons are involved here? 

Colonel Parxum. This will handle a variety of weapons. It is a 
general storage requirement. 

General Drever. It is primarily tactical. 

Senator Stennis. What is the next item ? 


OTHER EUROPEAN LOCATIONS 


Colonel Parkuim.. Page 976, various locations in Europe, tropo- 
spheric scatter, $2 million. This will provide for five sites, and the 
facilities will consist of communications buildings for the communica- 
tions equipment and storage, powerplants, dormitory space, and the 
necessary air conditioning to go with the technical equipment. 

The locations are in Spain, the Balearic Islands, Sardinia, Italy, 
and Tripoli. We consider this an important tie-in to the Mideast. 


Senator Stennis. What is this? 

Colonel Parxuiy. This is tropospheric scatter communications. 
This is part of the main system of getting communications to the 
Mideast. 

General Dreyer. It is part of the command network and the global 
communications network for that area. 

(Discussion off the record. ) 

Senator Stennis. You say here on page 976 it will also provide 
reliable and adequate communications for connecting the A.C. & W. 

Colonel Parkumu. That istrue. It will provide a means of getting 
the information between the various A.C. & W. sites and to the control 
centers. 

Senator Stennis. These are supporting facilities that you are ask- 
ing for here, are they not, such as dormitories ? 

General Dreyer. You will notice, however, that we have power 
and the antenna piers and the concrete pads and so on that make up 
the complete system for the equipment which is bought out of another 
program. 

Senator Stennis. What is the next item ? 

Colonel Parkuitt. Page 977. This is an overseas project for the 
Japanese area. This project will provide a special operations build- 
ing, an antenna hut and emergency standby power. This, again, is 
part of our worldwide system. 

Senator Stennis. If you get these satellites we were talking about 
a while ago, they will replace all this ground equipment and every- 
thing, will they not ? 

General Dreyer. No, sir; I donot think so. This is slightly differ- 
ent. ._ This is for a different purpose. 

Senator Srennis. If you get this satellite perfected to the extent 
that it will give you 28- or 30-minute warning on a 30-minute missile 
flight, it seems to me it ought to be able to pick up many other things. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Colonel Parxuiti. The next item is for a similar item at Spieka, 
Germany. This is another part of the worldwide net. 
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WricHt AIR DEVELOPMENT CENTER 


Senator Stennis. Is there anything else you have? 

Colonel Parkuiy. Yes, sir; we have one more project we would like 
to discuss with you. It is the nuclear engineering test facility at the 
Wright Air Development Center. Our letter of June 30 outlined 
our request to apply funds available in our “Military construction” 
appropriation to construct these technical additions in the amount of 
$5.6 million. We have experts here who can discuss this. 

Senator Srennis. I think you had better discuss it rather com- 
pletely and have the record clear on it. 

Colonel Parkuitt. The project will provide a minimum func- 
tional Air Force nuclear engineering test facility through the con- 
struction and installation of (1) an environmental conditioning sys- 
tem; (2) materials handling systems; (3) minimum high-level radia- 
tion postirradiation analysis facility; (4) low-level radiation nuclear 
engineering analysis capability; (5) a minimum, essential waste-han- 
dling facility ; (6) site preparation and utilities. 

Colonel Williams is here and he can discuss the details of this. 

Senator Stennis. Does this go to the problem now of your nuclear- 
powered airplane? 

Colonel Witt1aMs. Not altogether. 

Senator Srennis. Discuss it in your own way and we will ask a 
few questions. 

Colonel Witu1ams. We have the reactor built and what we are ask- 
ing for here is a materials handling capability in the environmental 
testing plus a very minimum amount of waste disposal. 

At the time the enginering test reactor, which is a 10-megawatt 
reactor, was built, the assumption was that this would perform a 
goodly portion of the testing at that time. As time progressed along 
here, in a couple of years ago, were added requirements, it was de- 
termined and realized that in order to get the maximum out of this 
and really realize something from it we had to have this materials 
handling and environmental testing plus the waste disposal. This is 
the minimum amount that we can get something out of from the 
reactor. 

PREPARED STATEMENT 


Senator Srennis. I have here a statement from the Air Force. 
The justification is about 3 pages of explanation totaling $5.604 mil- 
lion. 

Mr. Reporter, you can place this statement that I will hand you in 
the record at this point. 

(The statement referred to follows :) 


DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR ForRCcE, MILITARY CONSTRUCTION APPROPRIATION 


Name of Installation: Wright Air Development Center, Dayton, Ohio. 
Item: Nuclear engineering test facility. 
Authorization: Public Law 155, 82d Congress. 
Estimated Cost: $5,600,000. 
DESCRIPTION 


This project will provide a minimum functional Air Force nuclear engineering 
test facility through the construction and installation of an (1) Environmental 
conditioning system; (2) materials handling system; (3) minimum high level 
radiation post irradiation analysis facility; (4) low level radiation nuclear en- 
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gineering analysis capability, and (5) a minimum essential waste handling 
facility and (6) site preparation and utilities. 


JUSTIFICATION 


In order to prove the feasibility of nuclear-powered airborne vehicles, it is 
necessary to develop all subsystems concurrently with the nuclear power unit 
since they must be compatible with the combined nuclear and other service 
environments. The addition of the components listed above will provide the only 
large volume nuclear environmental reactor testing facility capable of simulating 
actual service conditions and accurately evaluating the interacting effects of 
flight profile environments such as altitude, temperature, humidity, ozone, and 
nuclear radiations. 

This project provides for the construction and/or installation of the following: 

(a) Environmental conditioning system: Installation of this system will pro- 
vide the means for varying temperature, humidity and pressure (altitude). 
Recent experimental knowledge indicates that peculiar interactions and inter- 
relations exist between the effects of nuclear radiation and other environmental 
factors such as temperature, humidity, pressure, and ozone. Therefore, testing 
in a dynamic environment is an essential testing procedure. 

(b) Materials handling system : This system will not only provide the physical 
means to move test items into and out of the test cell adjacent to the reactor but 
it will also provide a means for remote positioning of shields for varying the 
neutron to gamma ratio and for remotely connecting and disconnecting the um- 
bilical cord and parallel plug connections. This will permit the dynamic analysis 
of specimens prior to, during, and after irradiation without a break in base line 
data. 

(c) High level radiation building: This building will consist of a high level 
nuclear area and a low level nuclear area. 

(1) High level nuclear area: This area will provide two hot cells for 
safe handling of intensely radioactive test specimens for post irradiation 
disassembly and analysis. Construction will be reinforced concrete with 
high density concrete for the 3-foot-thick cell walls. Special ventilation, a 
transfer tunnel, 20 ton bridge crane, special manipulators for remote han- 
dling, and high density windows will be provided. 

(2) Low level nuclear area: This area will house low level radiophysics, 
radio chemistry and metallurgy laboratories, plus a counting room, instru- 
ment development, calibration and engineering areas. 

(ad) Radioactive waste handling facility: This facility will provide the min- 
imum essential shielded space for handling and disposition of radioactive wastes. 
Solids will be packaged and liquids will be collected in four stainless steel tanks 
buried outside the buiding with additional processing in a stainless steel vapor 
compression still, precipitation tank, jacketed steam evaporator and liquid 
transfer pumps. 

Presently under construction at WADC are the nuclear engineering reactor 
building, reactor controls and the necessary utilities to provide a minimum 
usable facility. Of prime importance to this request is the nature of the con- 
struction contract. It is a fixed fee guaranteed performance contract which 
provides for 100 hour operational checkout of the 10 megawatt reactor and its 
related system. However, it is considered essential that the ECS and MHS be in 
place prior to the checkout. Once the reactor has reached criticality and the 
area is contaminated, later installation will be impractical, except at great cost 
and loss of time. Even with a maximum decay period, the test cell will be a 
time limited work area and the installation costs will increase manyfold. The 
ECS and MHS were included in the original construction package but unfore- 
Seen cost increases which resulted from the unique design of the facility led to 
deletion of the items. Therefore, funds are requested for installation and con- 
struction prior to the reactor checkout. 
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PROGRAM ADJUSTMENTS 


The following items will be deleted from the military construction program 
so that the total approved appropriation for fiscal year 1959 will not exceed the 
amount approved by Congress: 


Base and item Scope Amount 


Andersen AFB, Guam: Storage, base, demineralized water 
Ernest Harmon AFB: Readiness crew addition 
Goose AFB, Labrador: 

Readiness crew addition. 

Squadron operation. 
Phalsbourg, France: T/stand, sound treat. 
Andravida AB: Directional finder, UHF 
Brunswick NAS: 

Apron, hangar access. 

Washrack, aircraft 

Hydrant, fuel, jet fuel 

Fire station, line 

Operations, squadron. 

Readiness crew. ....----------- 

Operations, mission training... 

Shop, A/C maintenance, organizational--.- 

Shop, A/C maintenance, field 

Shop, A/C engineering, inspection, and repair. 

Shop, electronics, base 

Storage, base, aviation fuel 

Flyaway kit, base.....-.-- 

Warehouse, base 

Headquarters squadron. 

Officers quarters, men 
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Goose Bay, LABRADOR 


Senator Srennis. The last page undertakes, as I understand it, to 
give the view—— 

General Dreyer. Those are the items that we will delete to get this 
money. 

Satu Stennis. You have an item here for readiness crew at 
Goose Bay, Labrador. I thought they were necessary. You have 
another one here at Ernest Harmon. 

Colonel Epmonps. Those items have been requested in the 1960 pro- 
gram. We just discussed them a little early. They were deferred 
from the 1959 program, and this is a list of the dropout items that we 
would use to substitute for the $5.6 million. 

Senator Stennis. Is there anything else you want to say, Colonel, 
about this? 

Colonel Wiiu1aMs, No, sir. 

Senator Srennis. You had better make a strong case. This has 
been turned down once. 

General Dreyer. I would like to add that without additional funds 
we have a rather large investment in the structure out there right now 
which will be relatively useless to us unless we can complete it with 
the materials handling equipment. 

Senator Stennis. You said a rather large investment. 

Colonel Wiiu1AMs. $9.2 million. 

Senator Stennis. I imagine one reason it is hard to justify this 
roposal is because you just have so much out there it seems to the 
ayman that you ought to be able to find some facilities that would 

help you out of the hole. Some of this is a special type, is it not? 
eneral Dreyer. This type of facility is not subject to a conver- 
sion from another type of facility for what is needed here. This is 
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special, and, as a matter of fact, when it was started, there was no 
clear idea as to what this would look like when it was finished, and 
that is the reason for this program. 

Senator Srennis. Is there anything else before we close the hear- 
ing? Does this complete our hearings except for the reclama items 
and such other items that someone may think of later ? 

Mr. Rexroap. This completes the regular order of hearings. 

Senator Srennis. We have no other outside witnesses, and there 
are no other Members of Congress who want to testify. 

This has been a very interesting session tome. I want to thank all 
of you for coming here to testify. I do not know what we will have 
after the House report, but bring in whatever you feel you should 
bring back. 

General Dreyer, you have been here with us a good while and you 
have rendered this subcommittee and the Armed Services Military 
Construction Committee very fine service. I understand you will 
have another assignment soon. 

General Dreyer. Yes, sir, I will be leaving in about 30 days. 

Senator Stennis. Will you be on duty until then? 

General Dreyer. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. You will have been living with this bill for a long 
time to go off before the egg hatches. Perhaps you should stay 
around. 

General Dreyer. We have some very competent people here and I 
am sure I will not be missed. 

Senator Stennis. We want to especially thank you and commend 
you, General, for the very fine service to the subcommittee and to the 
other subcommittee and the entire Congress. I have only one piece 
of advice which I think I am capable of giving a military man and 
that is you had better stay away from the Pentagon. 

I imagine to be there for a while is a very fine experience. I imagine 
it is a pretty rough one, too. 

General Dreyer. This is my fourth tour in Washington. I certainly 
appreciate your words. 

Senator Stennis. President Truman among his other contributions 
made some salty remarks and left us some good homey philosophy, 
too, and not long after I came here and it seems like the whole roof 
falls in on you and it was falling in on him, too, because he had not 
been in the White House long, but someone brought up the subject, 
I don’t know how, now, but he said, those who don’t like the hot 
grease ought to stay out of the kitchen. 

That remark has been helpful to me in trying to meet some situa- 
tions and I think those who do not like hot grease better not take an 
assignment to the Pentagon. 

You have had a tough job to keep up with this and you and your 
staff have done a fine service to the country and to the Congress. 

Our good wishes and commendation go with you, General Dreyer, 
as you take your new assignment. 

General Dreyer. I certainly appreciate that and I enjoyed my 
visits with you. 

Senator Stennis. Gentlemen, is there anything else any of you wish 
tosay? I want to thank you and I look forward to vour coming back. 

(Whereupon at 3 :50 p.m., the session was recessed. ) 
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NORAD HEADQUARTERS PROJECT 
STATEMENT OF FRANK CUSACK, CASCADE, COLO.—Resumed 


GENERAL STATEMENT 


Senator Stennis. We thank you for waiting for us while we handled 
some of these other matters. 

Mr. Cusack. I have had an opportunity while I was waiting to 
more or less consolidate this stuff. 

Incidentally, I will have a completely documented copy, 25 copies 
sent down to you by Wednesday of next week. 

Senator Stennis. We will be glad to have it and you just go down 
the line. I am accustomed to hearing testimony and watching for 
the main points so you state your major points. 


LOCATION 


Mr, Cusack. First of all location, I believe the location that we 
have suggested tentatively or any one of half of a dozen different 
surroundings on that same route that we have proposed would furnish 
from 200 to 2,500 feet of cover of which about four-fifths of it 
would be Pike’s Peak granite. 

Futhermore, I believe that the tunnel itself would be very little 
longer than the tunnel that is suggested for Cheyenne Mountain 
which goes in one place and comes out 1,500 feet above on the same 
side of the mountain. 

TRANSPORTATION 


No. 2, on iranaportation, the route we suggest has access to the 
1 


north-south superhighway, 85-87 into the only highway going into 
the mountain, U-24, together with many back roads protected by 
the front range of the Rockies to the Denver area. 


WATER SUPPLY 


No. 3, water. Frankly, I believe that Congress and the Military 
Affairs Committee have been taken like Grant took Richmond when 
it comes to water. They do not have any water out there and they 
are barely able to get along on what supply they have just to supply 
their ordinary needs without any provision for the future at all. 

Just recently, right next to the column which calls attention to 
the fact that 500,000 gallons a day was requested from the city of 
Colorado Springs, was a similar request to borrow 1,000 acre-feet 
a year for the next 10 years which is exactly the same situation that 
Colorado Springs has and which has no more water available than 
Colorado Springs has. 

In other words, they are both on the same side of the Continental 
Divide. If one is dry, the other is dry, and Denver is just as hard 
pressed for water and I cannot conceive of Senator Carroll or any 
of the Denver Members of Congress guaranteeing any water to Colo- 
rado Springs when they know that when a drought hits one, it will 
hit the other in the same manner. 

Furthermore, Colorado Springs total supply of water in storage 
equals about 10,000 acre-feet. That is barely enough. If they have 
a prolonged drought of from 30 to 60 days, they have used up all of 
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their storage water. They only have about 17 percent in storage after 
an unusually wet spring in June which is usually a dry season. 

The Air Academy line, of course, was guaranteed to the extent of 
5 million gallons a day and if it had not been a stroke of sheer luck 
that we had three successive very wet years, it is very doubtful that 
the Air Academy would have enough water to supply its ordinary 
minimum needs. 

AIR ACADEMY PIPELINE 


In the area to make the maximum use of what is available, we sug- 
gest that the Norad use this route between the Air Academy and the 
Ute Pass because it follows closely the Air Academy pipeline which is 
24 inches in diameter and can supply up to 18 million and 20 miles a 
day. I understand that the heat exchanger will not contaminate that 
water and, therefore, will be returned on into the line and go on 
and get the maximum use of the whole Colorado Springs area without 
having to shut off Colorado Springs in order to supply Norad. 

Furthermore, this water supply line where we have indicated that 
they could be used, is from 24 to 30 miles closer to the source of the 
water than it would be at the south end of Cheyenne Mountain, which 
as you know, is considerably south of even Fort Carson. 

Thirdly, as far as the water is concerned, there are five separate 
streams. Each one has an independent means of supplying this tunnel. 
If it goes where we suggest in our map, which is what is known as 
the Wollington Gulch, any one of which could be used independent 
of the other in the event of sabotage or some kind of bombing attack. 

This is not true with anything below Cheyenne Mountain and dur- 
ing the recent drought the Broadmoor and Academy area were the 
first ones that shut down. They have one dinky little reservoir to 
supply that whole area. What is known as the Rosemont Dam was 
dry within 30 days of the year 1954 or 1953 and the Broadmoor, 
incidentally, lost its entire golf course at a loss to them of approxi- 
mately a million dollars to replace it the following year. 

Senator Stennis. They lost what ? 

Mr. Cusack. The golf course, and the lake which they used to 
irrigate it, and finally as a desperate means they made a deal with a 
truck farmer down on Farming Creek below Colorado Springs and 
pumped that water into the Colorado Springs system and it was paid 
for by the three different agencies—Colorado Springs, Broadmoor, 
and Ivywild. 


LITIGATION OVER WATER 


As a result of that they lowered the table for the farmers down 
beiow and now they are in the midst of a terrific lawsuit which has 
not been adjudicated yet but which is hanging over them just like 
another suit on 70 or 80 different issues by the Southwest-Southeastern 
Water District. 

The ultimate solution to the water problem is a combined Denver- 
Colorado Springs-Pueblo Water District, with full development of 
the storage capabilities of South Park which is almost of clay. In 
fact, rainfall in South Park, where it would ordinarily seep into the 
ground in a matter of hours, it will stay there for 2 and 3 and 4 days. 

As a reference to this, I would like to call the committee’s attention 
to a recent moving picture made by the Colorado State University 
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called, “The Last Waterhole” which indicates that the only means in 


the world of ever supplying that eastern slope of Colorado is by devel- 


opment of their storage facilities and none of the storage areas now 
used are in any condition whatever to store water. 


CONSTRUCTION OF NEW DAM 


It is very porous; it leaks out. They have to pump it back in 
and springs have shown up below it where no springs ever existed 
before. As a matter of fact, the streamflow is almost as great as it 
was before even when they have the sluice gates shut. They are now 
building a new dam which will have greater capacity than all the 
other storage areas that they are now using combined, 10,000 acre-feet 
of water. 

But it should be recalled that this dam will not be finished at the 
earliest until 1960 or 1961 and if it goes according to the history of 
dams in that same area, it will take from 5 to 10 years to fill it. 

That is a matter of record and I am willing to stand on that and 


I will wager my last cent that any unbiased engineer will back up my 
statement on that. 


COMMUNICATION FACILITIES 


No. 4, the ultimate communications which I know are secondary 
but are nevertheless mighty important in any military operation and 
I do not have to be a military man to know that—the facilities are 
present and the proposed sites which they propose do not exist at all. 

Cheyenne Mountain has one means of communications, that is 
U.S. 85-87, whereas the other has not only the U.S. 24 going east and 
west but U.S. 85-87 north and south and many secondary roads which 
- protected by the front range of the Rockies going into Denver from 
the rear. 

General Fisher wrote me a letter wherein he persisted in assumin 
that we have chosen Cascade as the location for this undergroun 
installation which, of course, is not the truth and it never was. It is 
very clear in every letter I have written to half a dozen different 
Senators and Congressmen and other men including ex-Governor John- 
son and Mr. Shoop of the Golden Sickle Mine Hollysugar Co. where 
it was indicated that we propose just generally speaking, we never did 
pinpoint any spot, we never put a price on anything. 

In fact, Mr. Shoop has authorized me to commit the Golden Sickle 
Corp. and the Pike’s Peak Fuel Co. to offer a gift of their private land 
if they want to use it just south of the Air Academy as a portal for the 
tunnel that we suggest. 

TITLE TO LAND 


In the Cheyenne Mountain area which has been proposed, every 
square foot of land is either going to have to be condemned or pur- 
chased; whereas in the area that we propose, not one single acre or 
square foot will have to be either condemned or purchased since it 
belongs to another part of the Federal Government, the Forestry 
Service, or the Air Force Academy, so it means merely an exchange 
of title rather than an outlay of money. 

Of course, the savings on that will be tremendous and will more than 
pay for whatever added distance, if any, there would be in building 
this tunnel between these two great highways. 





558 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION APPROPRIATIONS, 1966 


VULNERABILITY OF CHEYENNE MOUNTAIN AREA 


Cheyenne Mountain area, we consider, and we have been told by 
authorities, is very vulnerable simply because of the fact that both 
portals of the tunnel come out on the same side of the mountain and 
only 1,500 yards apart and any kind of a semidirect hit would put 
out of Commission both ends of the tunnel and there would be nothing 
in the rear to bring in any kind of reinforcements or supplies or 
anything else. 

urthermore, any kind of a hit would also destroy the water system 
that would supply the tunnel. I have been told conflicting stories 
about the water. One very authorized retired admiral in the Navy 
has told me that their ultimate use would be to maintain the 20 million 
gallons a day with the full development of the heat exchanger but 
he made the further statement that that probably would not be used 
unless an acute or actual attack occurred or an alert of a most serious 
nature. He did, however, admit that in order to make the whole 
project feasible that it would have to be maintained in an operational] 
condition on a three-shift basis at all times. 

That is also confirmed in General Fisher’s letter to me. 

I think that is as far as I know from a military standpoint that 
you would be interested in, Mr. Chairman, except that there are a 
few miscellaneous items—as I repeat, the Cheyenne Mountain has 
no direct water supply and they talked about in their press releases 
about utilizing the springs and the ranch they propose to condemn. 
Those springs are part of the Fountain Valley water system. They 
are already appropriated many times over by farmers and ranchers 
down below and on the Fountain River and it is inconceivable to me 
that they would permit the taking over of that water without a 
struggle, without some kind of a battle. 

They are already discussing and they are already in 100 different 
fights with the city of Colorado Springs. There are no less than 
seven different water companies in that immediate area, independent 
water companies, of which our company is one. 

We have a right to a million and a half gallons of water a day, using 
the Cascade area. There is the Green Mountain Falls immediately 
above us with rights to about half a million for domestic use. The 
Broadmoor Water Co. also has their own water system, and so does 
Ivywild and the Stratton Estate, and so does the city of Fountain and 
there are all of these different water projects operating independently 
of each other without any coordination whatever. 


WATER SHORTAGE AT COLORADO SPRINGS 


Once more, to back all this up, it is just a matter of looking through 
the records to find out that Colorado Springs has publicly admitted 
in the paper within the last 3 weeks that they will not have enough 
water to take care of the ordinary needs of Colorado Springs in their 
growth for the next 10 years. They have been turned down on every 
legal battle they have gotten into about this water. They talked 
vaguely about appropriating water from Horse Creek and Twin 
Lakes and other areas which, of course, means a lot of legal battles, 
and nobody is sure, and certainly they are the least sure of all, because 
of their constant setbacks in the matter of these water trials. 





has 
ases 
mn. 
. 
“hey 
hers 
> me 
ut a 


rent 
than 
dent 


ising 
ately 
The 
does 
and 
ently 


ough 
Litted 
ough 
their 
every 
alked 
Twin 
ittles, 
cause 


- MILITARY CONSTRUCTION APPROPRIATIONS, 1960 559 


This 10,000 acre-feet of water is being asked for from the city of 
Denver to tide them over for this next 10 years. Although General 
Fisher assured me that that had nothing to do with this Norad, it 
seemed very coincidental that both of them appear on the same paper 
and on the same front page at the same time, one where Norad requests 
500,000 gallons a day and on the same day Colorado Springs requests 
a loan of 10,000 acre-feet of water a year from the city of Denver. I 
do not think anyone can be blamed for putting those two together and 
especially in view of the information we have. 


OPERATION OF HEAT EXCHANGER 


How the military expects to operate this heat exchanger on a mini- 
mum of 500,000 gallons a day—they have storage facilities, I note, 
in their plans for 7 million gallons of water underground. That 
probably will be used over and over again as the swimming pool 
would be or any other, but there would be still a loss from the evapo- 
ration and the leakage, and so forth. I don’t know. 

I know if that heat exchanger is as important as it has been repre- 
sented to us by authentic sources, then they cannot afford to take any 
chances on water. And they will not be forced to do so if they utilize 


this existing land which goes immediately next to the mountain that 
we are recommending. 


AVERAGE SUMMER USE OF WATER 


One other item about water is that the average summer use of water 
up until 2 or 3 years ago was not over 30 million gallons a day in 
Colorado Springs. Last week in one dry day it hit the staggering total 
of 45 million, to the point where they threatened to install water 
rationing again, even at this early part of the summer. We have had 
some heavy rains during the last 10 days which have helped somewhat, 
but just a few dry days and the same old threat pops up again. 

I think if you would give the city manager of Colorado Springs the 
same notice that you gave me, 30 hours to get down here and testify 
and then have his testimony checked by a competent, unbiased water 
—; you would find out that they know less about water than 

0. 

Published reports indicate that Norad intends to use the spring 
flow at Cheyenne Mountain, 10,000 gallons per minute. We have 
covered that territory. 

This water is already part of the Fountain River water rights system 
and will undoubtedly result in lawsuits by the downstream users. 


ALTERNATIVE POWER SUPPLY 


One other thing—Mr. Shoop, as I said before, is the owner of the 
Pike View Coal Mines which have blocked out several millions of 
tons of coal that can be pulverized and used as an alternate power 
supply for Norad if it is built where we suggest that it be built, 
because, first of all, it is convenient and they are developing as you 
probably know, a high degree of efficiency by pulverizing coal and 
shooting it into a furnace and they do not even have any smoke 
coming away from it. They cut the costs down of generating electric- 
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ity to one-third of what it was 4 or 5 years ago. That, of course, is 
available if Norad wishes to use it. : 

Once again, I want to repeat that Colorado Springs has no plans 
for developing additional water for the next 10 years, nothing sure, 
nothing that they can depend on and if the past is any indication of the 
future, they will get themselves or commit themselves to delivering 
a number of gallons to Norad and when Norad is all ready to operate 
they will say we can’t get it so you will have to get it for us. That 
is typical of the way they have been operating. : 

T believe it is a wonderful thing to have Norad in that area and I 
think it is strategically sound from the standpoint of distance, equi- 
distant from the east and west coast, with many rail lines serving 
the area, and many airlines, and it is adjacent to those vitally important 
military bases, but all that would be thrown down the sewers as far 
as we can see if your committee and if the military allow themselves 
to be duped into assuming that they are going to get water that does 
not exist. It just isnot there. It is not there and they are not capable 
of delivering it. Even if they signed a million contracts they cannot 
deliver water that they do not have. If there are any questions you 
would like to ask me about this Senator, I would be glad to answer 
them, if I can. Otherwise, they will be contained in this portfolio of 
which I will have 25 copies delivered to you Wednesday of next week. 

Senator Stennis. The reporter is taking down what you said and 
you had your preliminary statement this morning. You gave us your 
first statement this morning. The reference to the number of copies 
must be for the press and the press has already been here and covered 
your story. They were back here at noon asking me when you would 


be back and I suggested you might be back here this afternoon, so you 
need not go to the expense of other copies. 

Mr. Cusack. I want to show you something I think you should 
know, that there is very definite evidence in the series of letters that 
have been written. 


CAMP CARSON 


Senator Stennis. Does the Army still have Camp Carson ? 

Mr. Cusack. As far as I know, they still have Camp Carson and 
they recently moved their antimissile base up to Camp Carson. 

Senator Stennis. Do they water from this same area ? 

Mr. Cusack. Yes, they do. They get a guarantee of 2 number of 
gallons. It is not fixed as tothe daily gallonage. 

Senator Stennis. You think that apart from the points you have 
i location of Norad in this general area is strategically 
sound ? 

Mr. Cusack. Absolutely. I do not think there is one iota of dif- 
ference in the hardness of the rock that seems to be the bait that they 
are throwing out to the people of Colorado Springs and that area 
that one rock is harder than another, and so forth, because I know 
that has never been core drilled, and, incidentally, before I forget it, 
when I was first directed to Captain Tatum, who is head of the sites 
committee of Norad, I told him just what our proposal was. He said 
that he felt that General Partridge was in complete agreement about 
the general location and he felt that we would be given every considera- 


tion. He said there are three sides that are being taken into con- 
sideration. 
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Senator Stennis. You have answered my question. I have just a 
limited time and I will have to go. 

I think you have fairly well covered this matter and I am going to 
further examine your testimony and written statement and if there 
are any additional matters that you wish to put into the record you 
may give them to the reporter. We want to especially thank you for 
coming in here to testify. I think you have made your points well 
and this matter will be considered by the entire committee. 

Mr. Cusack. I want you to understand that I have no personal 
quarrel with this at all. Furthermore, we have never in any of our 
statements to anybody have we had any ax to grind or any financial 

ain. 

Senator Stennis. I think you have made that clear and you made 
a good statement and I want to thank you on behalf of the committee. 

Mr. Cusack. Thank you very much. 

(The following was later submitted :) 


Use oF FoREIGN CURRENCIES 


(See p. 471) 


Under title I of Public Law 480-83, authority exists for the use of foreign 
currencies accrued from surplus commodity sales for “the procurement of mili- 
tary equipment, materials, facilities, and services for the common defense.” 
This authority would probably cover a wide variety of facilities required by 
the Air Force, in addition to family housing and certain community facilities 
currently being obtained through the program. However, the disadvantages 
of acquiring urgently required facilities by this method are so great that the 
method has little practical application. There are very few countries where the 
economy is such that facilities can be constructed with local currency alone; 
therefore, appropriations would be required to some extent to provide the facili- 
ties. Also, foreign currencies available from surplus commodity sales have been 
extremely limited and the competition for the available funds has been such 
that the Air Force has been unable to obtain sufficient foreign currencies to fund 
authorized family housing requirements. 

In several countries where the Air Force has military construction require- 
ments, it is understood now, the situation has reached the point where further 
commodity sales agreements, by which additional foreign currencies would be 
generated, are not anticipated. 

Because of the limited amounts of foreign currencies available under the 
surplus commodity program and the uncertain nature of future surplus com- 
modity programs, the Air Force has found it necessary to fulfill its military 
construction requirements in oversea areas, other than family housing and a few 
related community facilities, through the regular military construction program. 


PREPARED STATEMENTS AND COMMUNICATIONS 


Summary of authorization of line items for which funds are not currently available, 
July 20, 1959 


Line item | Less author- 
authorization | ization not Net 
required 


$95, 754,000 | $39, 244, 000 $56, 510, 000 
112, 957, 000 26, 915, 000 86, 042, 000 
249, 763, 000 191, 124, 000 


1 333, 676, 000 


1 Of the $333,676,000 in authorization, approximately $82,500 will expire on July 1, 1960. 
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Legal authorization not included in Department of the Army’s current funding plan 
for the military construction Army program for which Department of the Army has 
valid requirement, July 16, 1959 


[Dollar amounts in thousands] 


Authority 
Budget expires at 
estimate | end of fis- 
cal year— 


ORDNANCE 


Aberdeen Proving Ground, Md.: 
188 3 enlisted men’s barracks (326-man) 
189 Battalion administration and supply building 
190 Battalion mess building 
57 Heating 
Detroit Arsenal, Mich.: 
84 Command headquarters building and facilities (OTAC) 
Savannah Ordnance Depot, IIl.: 
36.2 Railroad siding 


ENGINEERS 


Granite City Engineer Depot, IIl.: 
Equipment processing shop 


TRANSPORTATION 
Fort Eustis, Va.: 
186 Enlisted woman barracks with mess (96-man) 
180 3 enlisted men’s barracks (326-man).............-.- 
195 Battalion mess building 
196 Battalion administration and supply building --. 
51 Heating plant 


MEDICAL 


Walter Reed Army Medical Center, D.C.: 
35 Army Medical Research Institute 


1ST ARMY 
Fort Devens, Mass.: 
90 Gas transmission and distribution system 
Fort Dix, N.J.: 
3 Enlisted men’s barracks without mess (medical) 
2 enlisted men’s barracks (326-man) 
Battalion mess building 
Battalion administration and supply building 
Administration and supply building (2-company) - - 
Heating plant 
Bachelor officer quarters 


2D ARMY 


AP Hill Military Reservation, Va.: 
3 men’s barracks with mess (80-man) 


3D ARMY 
Fort Campbell, Ky.: 
162 2runways and 2 runup areas (RW) 
164 Taxiways (FW) 
173 Heliport lighting 
Fort Rucker, Ala.: 
80 Laboratory classroom 


Fort Bliss, Tex.: 
14 2 regimental headquarters buildings 
203 Recreation building (@MTR) 
204 Theater with stage (GMTR) 
217 2administrative and classroom buildings 
Fort Hood, Tex.: 
65 3 enlisted men’s barracks (326-man) 
265 Battalion mess building 
266 Battalion administration and supply building 
252 2runways and 2 runup areas 


8TH ARMY 
Fort Leavenworth, Kans.: 
26 Enlisted men’s barracks with mess. 
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Legal authorization not included in Department of the Army’s current funding plan 
for the military construction Army program for which Department of the Army has 
valid requirement, July 16, 1959—Continued 


Authority 
Budget expires at 
estimate | end of fis- 
cal year— 


6TH ARMY 
Camp Desert Rock, Nev.: 
11 Ordnance and signal maintenance shop 
7 Water supply system 
Fort Lewis, Wash.: 
144 Post gavinee maintenance shop 
Fort om Calif.: 
Hardstand regimental motor park _- 
4 motor repair shops and facilities _. 
2 enlisted men’s barracks (326-man). 
Battalion mess building 
Battalion administration and supply building- 
Heating plant 
Commissary sale store 


ARMED FORCES SPECIAL WEAPONS PROJECT 


Sandia Base, N. Mex.: 
66 Evaporative cooling (WAC barracks and bachelor officers’ quarters) -_- 


U.S. ARMY PACIFIC 
Fort Shafter, T.H.: 


19 Warehouse and engineer maintenance shop----------------- sbeepcenctnlonigiong 


ARMY SECURITY AGENCY 
Location 12: 
8 a generating plant 
Location 
35 a adition to operations building 


GENERAL OVERSEAS 
Joint Task Force 7: 
6 Mess building addition 
5 4 enlisted men’s barracks (72-man)---._.....----------- 


ARMY SECURITY AGENCY (CONUS) 


Vent Hill Farms Station, Va.: 
24 Post engineer composite building 


SIGNAL OVERSEAS 


ACAN Gateway Communications Station: 
1 Communication center building 
Ultrahigh frequency tower (350 feet). 
Repair and utility shop 
2 warehouses 
Dispensary 
4 enlisted men’s barracks with day room 
Enlisted men’s and officers mess building 
Bachelor officers quarters. 
Fire station 
Laundry and dry cleaning plant and control heating plant_- 
Post exchange 
Powerplant (7,500 square feet) 
Utilities 
Transmitter operations building 
Ultrahigh frequency tower (350 feet) 
Enlisted men’s barracks without mess. 
Enlisted men’s mess. 
Transmitter power building (5,600 square feet) 
Utilities 
Receiver operations building 
Ultrahigh frequency tower (360 feet 
Receiver power building (1,500 square feet) -- 
Utilities. 
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Legal authorization not included in the Department of the Army’s current funding 
plan which has received program approval through apportionment procedures but 


which is not currently funded, July 16, 1959 
[Dollar amounts in thousands] 


Budget 
estimate 


ENGINEERS 
Fort Belvoir, Va.: 
121 Petroleum distribution facilities 
Army Map Service: 
5 Cartographic engineering building 


SECOND ARMY 
Fort Meade, Md.: 
3 Nurses bachelor officers’ quarters 
133 Trainfire I range 


Fort Bragg, N.C.: 
186 3 Trainfire I ranges 
Fort Campbell, Ky.: 
1 Taxiways (RW) 
165 Aircraft parking aprons (FM)-.- 
166 Aircraft parking aprons (FW) .--- 
167 Aircraft parking aprons (RW) 
181 Aircraft access aprons and facilities (RW) 
182 Aircraft access aprons and facilities (FW and FM) 
175 Unit operations building (division aviation). 
174 Hangar with shops (RW) 
177 2 hangars without shops (FM) (FW 
118 Utilities extension, heliport. 
187 Site preparation 
Fort Rucker, Ala.: 
21 Flight simulator building. 
8 Aircraft paint shop--_---- 
101 Battalion administration 
36 Heating plant 
90 Student dormitory 


4TH ARMY 
Fort Bliss, Tex.: 
104 Communications center (1st increment) 
210 2 trainfire I ranges 
Fort Sill, Okla.: 
144 2 trainfire I ranges. 


5TH ARMY 
Fort Leavenworth, Kans.: : 
Communications center emergency power station 
6TH ARMY 


Fort Ord, Cailif.: 
117 Main entrance road 


Maintenance, storage, and troop support facilities 


GERMANY 
Storage facility 


Miscellaneous facilities, fiscal year 1959 authorization 
SIGNAL OVERSEAS 
Pacific scatter system No. 2: 1 barracks with mess-_..---------------------------- 


Pacific scatter system No. 5: 1 barracks with mess 
Pacific scatter system No. 7: 1 barracks with mess 


Fiscal year 
in which 
authority 

expires 





al year 
which 
hority 
pires 


{961 


1961 


1960 
1960 
1960 
1960 
1960 
1960 
1960 
1960 
1960 
1960 
1960 


1961 
1961 
1961 
1961 
1961 
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Legal authorization not included in the Department of the Army’s current funding plan 
not currently required by the Department of the Army, July 16, 1959 


[Dollar amounts in thousands] 


Authority 

Budget expires at 

estimate | end of fis- 
cal year 


ORDNANCE 
Aberdeen Proving Ground: 
17 Spesutie Island Bridge 


Atlanta General Depot: 
25 3 ammunition igloos. 
31 Land acquisition... 
Fort Worth General Depot: 
24 Clearance easement 
Sharpe General Depot, Calif.: 
42 Aircraft parking apron. 
43 Aviation gas storage. 
44 Security fence 


S83 S SS 


CHEMICAL 
Fort Detrick, Md.: 
135 Addition to decontamination building 
Dugway Proving Ground, Utah: 
18 Addition to station hospital 
196 Enlisted men’s day room 


ENGINEERS 
Fort Belvoir: 
247 5 ammunition magazines (EPG) 
Granite City Engineer Depot: 
19 Block and banding building 


TRANSPORTATION 
Fort Eustis, Va.: 


176 Branch post exchange. .................... ian ai eit at aia laa ae oa ceased 


MEDICAL 
Madigan Army Hospital: 


4 Addition to dental clinic_.................--....-- ShibiriiintaininsasibiaAdiiaa tian 


2D ARMY 
Fort Knox Ky.: 


135 Highway interchange 
196 Central heating plant-........-.... cndancecen ib ksstaiseneaaeneama tance aeliaten tees 
Fort Ritchie, Md.: 
16 Enlisted women’s barracks 
(All but $82,000 of the fisca. year 1958 authorization for this station 
has been used to cover cost increases of other items at the station.) 


3D ARMY 
Fort Campbell, Ky.: 
161 2runways and 2 runup areas (FW) 
BE SS ree 
172 Airfield lighting system 
Fort Jackson, Ala.: Hospital 
Note.—Present authorization is insufficient to construct project to fit 
present requirements. 
Fort Rucker, Ala.: 
1.2 2enlisted men’s barracks 
SS yey Se ee ea i ee eee 
97,2 1 battalion administration and supply. 


FOURTH ARMY 
pe EE Ae ie ee ei ean ToS Bk ash i eee, 


Fort Hood, Tex.: 
21.2 Family quarters (142 units) 
221 Aircraft paint shop. 
Fort Polk, La.: Miscellaneous aviation and troop facilities (16 line items) 


sss 


FIFTH ARMY 


Fort Carson, Colo. (Camp Hale): 
198 2 enlisted men’s barracks 


6 enlisted men’s messes__-. 
208 3 latrines 


209 6 company administration and classroom buildings 
(Main Post): 


206 Concrete aprons. 
Fort Leavenworth, Kans.: 
32 Electric transmission line 


S$ 8 S88Ss 
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Legal authorization not included in the Department of the Army’s current funding plan 
not currently required by the Department of the Army, July 16, 1959—Cont. 


[Dollar amounts in thousands] 


Authority 
Budget expires at 
estimate | end of fis- 
cal year— 


SIXTH ARMY 
Fort Lewis, Wash.: 
300 AAA facilities, Yakima TC 


ALASKA 
Fort Richardson: 
177 Runways and runup areas (RW) 
178 Taxiways (RW) 
180 Heliport lighting system 
185 Aviation fuel storage and dispensary 


EUROPE 
Italy: 
Facilities authority in fiscal year 1958. 
Facilities authority in fiscal year 1959. 


TROOP SUPPORT FACILITIES OVERSEAS 
Troop support fecilities overseas 


ARMY SECURITY AGENCY, OVERSEAS 
Location 04: 
14 Fence and guard house 
Location 08: 
10 Operations building 
Location 09: 
5 Operations building 
Location 10-A: 
3 Operations building with emergency power 
4 Antenna field 
5 2-DF buildings 
Location 11: 
10 Operations building 
Location 12: 
5 DF building 
Location 19: 
36 Operations building addition 
Location 90: 
11 Addition to operations building 
Wildwood Station: 
43 Central powerplant addition 
58 Water treatment testing laboratory_- 
60 Enlisted men’s service club 
33 General purpose warehouse 


DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 


UNFUNDED MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION SUMMARY (AS OF JUNE 24 
1959) 


1. The attached tabulations list those projects authorized through fiscal year 
1959 which remain valid through fiscal year 1960, but which are not currently 
scheduled for funding with funds available through fiscal year 1959, nor are 
proposed for funding in fiscal year 1960 by inclusion in the fiscal year 1960 military 


construction appropriation program. These unfunded projects total $250,267,000 
as follows: 


Public Law Amount Expiration 
date 


85-241 (fiscal year 1958) July 1, 1960 
85-325 (fiscal year 1958 supplemental) and 813, July 1, 1961 
85-685 (fiscal year 1959 regular program) 153, 807,000 | July 1, 1961 


249, 763, 000 
— 58, 639, 000 


191, 124, 000 





1 year 
rently 
or are 
ilitary 
67,000 


iration 
late 


1, 1960 
1, 1961 
1, 1961 
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2. In addition to these unfunded line items, there is an additional amount of 
total authorization presently unfunded of approximately $180 million which 
represents a cumulative total of unused authorization remaining on financed line 
items. The total of unused authorization on these funded items varies daily as 
current working estimates are revised or projects are completed and fiscally closed 
out. Such remaining unused portions of project authorizations are not available 
for application to new projects. Upon fiscal closeout of the funded projects, or 
3 years from date of authorization, whichever occurs latest, these unused au- 
thorization balances automatically are rescinded. 

3. Items on the attached lists marked by an asterisk (*) indicate those projects 
no longer required by the Air Force. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR ForcE 


(See p. 338) 


Effective military construction authorization not currently funded nor included in 
fiscal year 1960 appropriation program 


FISCAL YEAR 1958 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM PUBLIC LAW 85-241 


Base and item Scope Amount 
(thousands) 





AIR DEFENSE COMMAND 
Duluth MAP: 
Store, commissary 
Geiger Fld: 
Land, easement, clear 
Hangar, maint, organi 
Hamilton AFB: Electrical A/C spt--_- lump sum_.- 
Kinross AFB: Exchange facilities addition square feet -- 
McGhee-Tyson Apt: 
Store, commissary 
Storage, base, avfuel 
Minot AFB: 
VHF-OMNI-DIR-RANGE 
I ais coi nseecacaccoae eek -square feet _- 
Storage, ammo air defen lump sum_.- 
Niagara Falls MAP: 
Store, commissary 
Exchange facilities addn 
Otis: Fence, security 
Oxnard AFB: 
NN la a aninnennunapaaawannues ---Square feet_- 
Storage, ammo air defen lump sum_. 
Cold storage food base square feet__ 
Headquarters, squadron do 
Dormitory, airman 
Dining hall, airmen square feet _- 
Open mess, NCO do-___- 
Electrical A/C spt 
Portland IAP: 
Hangar, alert square feet__ 
Readiness, crew a 
Flight simulator_____--- 
Hangar, maint. organ _- 
Test cell, jet 
Storage, base avfuel_- 
Stor, base, rocket AS 
Electrical A/C spt 
San. sew. C&D main 
Presque Isle AFB: 
Exchange facilities 
Retn, gymnasium 
Richards-Gebaur AFB: Store, commissary 
Selfridge AFB: Electrical A/C spt 








AIR DEFENSE COMMAND 
Sioux City MAP: 
Washrack, aircraft 
Stor, base, rocket AS 
Stewart AFB: 
Stor, base, rocket AS 7 
Chapel edue wing ix oi: y 
Electric distr fac lump sum__-}--.-.-.--- a 
Electrical A/C spt 
Removal of hazard 
Suffolk County AFB Utilities 
Truax Fld: 
Electric distr fac 
Land ease restrctv. 
Land easemnt right 
Removal of hazard 


* Items that will not be accomplished. Total $26,915,400. 
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Effective military construction authorization not currently funded nor included in 
fiscal year 1960 appropriation program—Continued 


FISCAL YEAR 1958 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM PUBLIC LAW 85-241—Con. 


Base and item ! Amount 
(thousands) 


AIR DEFENSE COMMAND—Ccontinued 

Wurtsmith AFB: 

Runway, prim/instrum. 

Apron, operational 

Electrical A/C Spt 
Youngstown MAP: 

Chapel edue wing 

Store commissary 

Theater, Base 


AIR MATERIEL COMMAND 

Griffiss AFB: 

Electrical A/C spt.._--- 

Land, easement, restr... 

Stor, ammo air defen 
Hill AFR: Telephone duct fac__- 
Kelly AFR: Utilities _._ ..._.-- lump sum 
Marietta AFS: Heating Plant horsepower - 
McClellan AFB: 

Fleet Service 

Dormitory, Airman 

Land, easement, clear 
Wright Patt AFB: 

Rapcon center rem. 

Stor, base, rocket AS... 

Electrical A/C spt 

Land, fee, purchase 


AIR RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT COMMAND 


Edwards AFB: Test range, special 
Grand Bahama AAD: 

G M data col rad st 

G M data col rad st 

OQ. civilian 
Indian Springs AFB: Retn fac, multi/Purp 
Kirtland AFB: Stor. base, rocket AS 
Laur G Hanscom Fld: 

Stor, base. rocket AS_- 

Electric distr fac. 

Electrical A/C spt 

Stor. ammo air defen 
San Salvador AAD: 

G M data col rad St 

Erosion control 


AIR TRAINING COMMAND 


Amarillo AFB: Apron, operational hvy. 
Craig AFB: 

Runway, primary aux..... ts ache distahsaracisialaaiatanc eribiteinascnhitaaipwienaanl 

Land, fee, pur. aux 

Land, ease, clear aux 
Harlingen AFB: Club, service 
McConnell AFB: Store, commissary 
Moody AFB: 

_ weapon tng. gener. 

Shp A/C Eng/Insp/Re 

Cold stge food base --...-- 

Club, service 
Nellis AFB: 

Store, commissary. - 

Club, service 
Randolph AFB: 

ILS facility 

Hangar, alert 

Stor. base, rocket AS 

Stor. ammo air defen... 

Electric distr fac 

Electrical A/C spt 
Reese AFB: Land, easement, clear 


*Items that will not be accomplished. Total $26,915,400. 
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Effective military construction authorization not currently funded nor included in 
fiscal year 1960 appropriation program—Continued 


FISCAL YEAR 1958 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM PUBLIC LAW 85-241—Con. 


Base and item Amount 
(thousands) 


AIR TRAINING COMMAND 
Scott AFB: 
Electrification A/C spt 
Land, easement, clear 
Land, easement, clear 
Removal of hazard 
Sheppard AFB: 
Apron, operational square yards__ 
Comm, receiver square feet__ 
Comm, transmitter. 
ILS facility 
Stead AFB: Dining hall, officer 
Vance AFB: Land, easement, clear. 
Williams AFB: 
Land, fee, purchase. 
fg eee or 


BS 
88 


3.0 re 
z2 $3888 


85 
on 


AIR UNIVERSITY 
Maxwell AFB: Land, easement, clear. 
CONTINENTAL AIR COMMAND 


Dephins APB: Fire station, line........ccscccccnseccncencesncees square feet_- 
Mitchell AFB: 
Electric distr. line 


AIR PROVING GROUNDS 
ee eS I on cccnceccmnmnceucinnacce aliaeeieaisniadatedaiewaceiowdl 


MILITARY AIR TRANSPORT SERVICE 
Dover AFB: 
I I a etenmmlinnion anemia square feet _- 
Electrical A/C spt 
McGuire AFB: Land, easement, clear._.- 
Charleston AFB: Stor, base, rocket AF 


STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND 
Beale: Beacon, light 
Biggs AFB: 

Lighting, mapa 

Warehouse, base square feet.- 

Apron, operational. square yards-. 
Bunker Hill AFB: 

VHF-OMNI-DIR-RANGE 

Hydrant fuel, jet & av 

L fuel fill stnd, tr 

Stge bse wtr/alchl 

Security force, stat 

Land, fee, purchase 

Land, easement, clear. 
Castle AFB: 

Dock, maint. lge. A 

Land, easement, clear 

Removal of hazard 

Land, fee, purchase 


Davis Monthan AFB: 

Dining hall, officer. 

Land, easement, clear 
Dow AFB: Land, easement, clear... 
Gray AFB: Exchange facilities 
Greenville AFB: 

Runway, prim/instrum 

Apron, operational 

Deflector, blast 

Hydrant fuel, jet 

Dock, maint-lge. 

Stge bse demin wtr 

Stor, bse, explosive 

Storage, base, seg. ma. 

Stor, base, s/arms AM 

Ordnance, storage fac 

Land, fee, purchase 

Land, fee, purchase 

Land, easement, clear. 

Land, easement, restr 
Laughlin AFB: Runway, primary 
Lincoln AFB: Land, fee, purchase 


*Items that will not be accomplished. Total $26,915,400. 


SEEsS - ok 
823333 23523.. 


Su 
BS 
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Effective military construction authorization not currently funded nor included in 
fiscal year 1960 appropriation program—Continued 


FISCAL YEAR 1958 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM PUBLIC LAW 85-241—Con. 


Base and item Scope Amount 
(thousands) 


STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND 


Lockbourne AFB: Sp. weapon tng. gener square feet_- 
Loring AFB: Deflector, bl: feet__ 
Malmstrom AFB: Taxiway, apron access. square yards-- 
March AFB: Alt. comm. centr square feet. 
Pease AFB: 

Land, easement, clear 

Stge bse demin wtr 
Plattsburgh AFB: 

Stge bse demin wtr. 

Road bridge 
Walker AFB: Headquarters, wing._-.............----------------square feet-- 
Whiteman AFB: Lighting, approach fe 


$150 
467 
732 


1, 461 


8B sNow 
Su.8 83 S883 


y NB 


ll 
50 


= 
_ 


TACTICAL AIR COMMAND 

Cannon AFB: 

Din. hall, amn 

Land, easement, clear 
Donaldson AFB: 

Communications, base 

OQ, men 

Club, service 
England AFB: 

Dormitory, airmen 

Land, fee, purchase---- 

Land, easement, clear 
Foster AFB: 

Chapel educ wing 

Club, service. -_---.--- 

Open mess, officer. --.--- 

Land, easement, clear 
Myrtle Beach MAP: 

Open mess, officer 

Land, easement, clear - -- 

Land, easement, clear 
Seymour Johnson AFB: 

Radio beacon, med/Po 

Land, fee, purchase 

Land, easement, restr... 

Removal of utilities 


Almaden: Water supply 
Burns AFS: Water supply ---- 
Cambria AFS: Water supply 
Curlew AFS: 
Operations, AC&W 
Water distribution mains 
Geiger AFS: 
Operations, AC & W 
Kingman AFS: 
Retn fac, multi purp 
Water supply 
Klamath Falls: 
cen, AC&W square feet __ 
ater supply gallons per day_- 
Madera AFS: Water supply - --.-- do... 
Mount Lemmon: Water supply - - - 
North Bend AFS: Water supply--- 
Point Arena: Water supply 
Yaak AFS: 
a AC&W square feet __ 
ater distribution mains feet... 


ALASKAN AIR COMMAND 


Anchorage Area I'M 8: Operational & tng fac 
Elmendorf AFB: 

Aircraft, shelter 

Readiness, crew 
Ladd AFB: Recreation field 


U.S. AIR FORCES IN EUROPE 
Aleonbury RAF: 
Comm, receiver. .. 3 
Flight simulator oocoa 


*Items that will not be accomplished. Total $26,915,400. 
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d in Effective military construction authorization not currently funded nor included in 
fiscal year 1960 appropriation program—Continued 


-Con. FISCAL YEAR 1958 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM PUBLIC LAW 85-241—Con. 


ount Base and item Amount 
sands) 


(thousands) 


U.S. AIR FORCES IN EUROPE—continued 


Andravida Air Base: 
Apron operation 
Barrier arresting 
Communications, base 
Communications, receiving 
Communications, transmitting --- 
Direction finding 
Instrument landing 
Operations base 
Shop, A/C maint. org_- 
Shop, surv. & insp 
Storage, base avfuel 
Stor. base, explosive 
Warehouse, base 
Dormitory, airmen... 
Dining hall, airmen-_-._- 
Exchange sales stor---- 
Open mess, NCO 
Open mess, officer 


PP PN LPPHKHEN 
BSSSPesSs2S5__ 


RSP PN 


Bingen RSM Site: Retn fac, multi/purp 
Brienne/Le Chateau: 

Washrack, aircraft 

Dormitory, airman-- 

Chapel, base 

Open mess, NCO _ wae 

Ind. waste, treat & dis treatment and disposal__ 
Chaumont AB: Open mess, NCO square feet__ 
Dhahran Air Base: Tacan station, fixed 
Elvington RAF Sta.: 

Comm, receiver 

Direction find UHF 

Tower control 

Shop A/C maint. organ.. 

Stor, base explosive-_. 

Dormitory, airman 

OQ, men 

Chapel, base 

Store, commissary 
Etain Rouvres AB: Shop, arm and electronic--- 
Evreux/Fauville AB: Theater, b 
Freising Air Station: Water supply, well 
TITRE Goat TEORUEN, TINEO.. <2 < oennoenalcwnccccceonenins square feet__ 
Main site: 

Direction find vhf. 

Telephone pole fac 

Auto maintenance, SH me 

Storage, base Mogas barrels__ 

Scty, control and ident square feet__ 

Ele. primary power. kilowatts__ 
Manston RAF Sta.: 

Comm, receiver 

School, dep. elementa 

Exchange sales stor 


= 
= 


o 
np 
iy 


SAS 


8 
BREEN B_..2 SEREs 


Fence, security 
Phalsbourg AB: 

Taxiway, alert 

Radio relay 

Radio relay _-- 

Hangar, alert 
Schoenfeld AC&W: 

Operations, squadron. -. 

Dormitory, airmen 

Dining hall, airmen 

Retn Fac, multi/purp 0 
Sculthorpe RAF Sta: Comm, receiver_._...........---------------square feet __ 
Sembach AB: Ind. waste, treat and dis treatment and disposal_- 
Site 11: 

Apron, operational square yards 

Comm, transmitter square feet - 


a NS 


~ 


Relocation of bldgs. 
*Items that will not be accomplished. Total $26,915,400. 
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Effective military construction authorization not currentl ‘ Paes | nor included in 
fiscal year 1960°appropriation program—Continued 


FISCAL YEAR 1958 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM PUBLIO LAW 85-241—Con. 


Base and item Amount 
(thousands) 


U.S. AIR FORCE IN EUROPE—continued 
Site 12: 
Hospital 
Laundr ji, 
Sturgate RAF Sta: Rapcon center 
Torrejon Air Base: 


32283 23 


’ 
Toul Rosiere AB: Open mess, NCO 
Tuerkheim ACW Sta: Operations, squadron. 
Zaragoza Air Base: 
Stor, base, gar 
Dormitory, airman 
Dining hall, airmen. 


Site 3: 
Globecom, receiver 
Globecom, transmitter 
Chateaurvoux Airst: 
ILS facility. 
School, dependent. 


. 88 8882 8 


_ 
N 
on 
s 


MILITARY AIR TRANSPORT SERVICE 


Kindley AFB: Road bridge 
Lajes Fld: Ele. emerg. power. 


PACIFIC AIR FORCES 
Clark AFB. 


Dining hall, officer-. 


en |, dependent 
Kadena Air Base: 
Dormitory airmen. = 
RIN oo nner es eee 


STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND 


Andersen AFB: Club, service 
Bruntingthorpe RAF: Chapel, base 

Ernest Harmon AFB: Pad, power check...- 
Sidi Slimane AB: Dining hall, 

West Drayton RAF: Chapel, base 


Public Law 85-241 unfunded line items at end of fiscal year 1960. 
*Projects no longer required 


FISCAL YEAR 1958 SUPPLEMENTAL, PUBLIC LAW 85-325 


Clinton County AFB: Dining hall A/M square feet. 
Lockbourne AFB: Utilities lump sum 
Pease AFB: T/W, R/W access square yards... 


Public Law 85-325 unfunded line items at end of fiscal year 1960. 


FISCAL YEAR 1959 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM PUBLIC LAW 85-685 


AIR DEFENSE COMMAND 
Duluth MAP: 
Auto maint shop ---Square feet_. 
Shop refuel vehic. 
Dorm, airmen 


Water storage 
Land, fee, purchase 


m. 
Ethar Allen OE Bo ormitory, AM 
*Items that will not be accomplished. Total $26,915,400. 
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Effective military construction authorization not currently funded nor included in 
fiscal year 1960 appropriation program—Continued 


FISCAL YEAR 1959 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM PUBLIC LAW 85-685—Con. 


Base and item Amount 
(thousands) 


AIR DEFENSE COMMAND—continued 

Glasgow AFB: 

Stor, ammo air def_.............. 

Security contr. & iden’ 
K.I. Sawyer: Dorm Airmen (200 funded 
Kingtiey ! — Store, commissary 
Kinross A 

IE aoe shed. 

Auto maint shop. 

Auto storage heated 

Shop refuel. vehicle 
Minot AFB: 

Headquarters wing 

Headquarters division... 
Geliridge AFB: 

we mission training - 

ter pump station... 

Truax AFB: 

Dormitory, AM 


Removal of building--.-. es --lump sum 
Tyndall AFB: Guidance Sta., square feet__ 


AIR MATERIEL COMMAND 


pi 
McClellan AFB: Dormitory A/M.-..-. 
Tinker AFB: Shop, arm and elec depo 
Wright-Patterson AFB: 
shop, par 
Body 


AIR RESEARCH & DEVELOPMENT COMMAND 


Holloman AFB: OQ men. 

Kirtland AFB: 
Stor, ammo, air def. 
Electn A/C support. 

School Adv. Med: 
Bionucleonics lab. 
Bioastronautics lab. 
Cellular physiology lab 
Biodynamics lab 
Dental research lab. 
Vivarium support fac 
Library and professnl bldg--- 


Heating and air cond. pint... 
Collateral equipment 


AIR TRAINING COMMAND 


Amarillo AFB: Air police, station 
Bergstrom AFB: 
Stor base, M/cubic mag 
Land, fee purch 
Mather AFB: Apron, opr. alert 
McConnell AFB: 
Apron, operational 
Hydrant jet fuel hydrant -- 
oody AFB: Various facilities lump sum 
Sheuaend AFB: 
Shop, ammunition base. 


Club, service 
Webb AFB: Radio beacon L/P 


CONTINENTAL AIR COMMAND 

Brooks AFB: 

Dormitory, A/M 

Dining hall, A/M 
Clinton County AFB: 

Dir. finding, UHF 

Operations, mission Tn 

Dining hall, off 


*Items that will not be accomplished. Total $26,915,400. 
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1960 


Effective military construction authorization not currently funded nor included in 


fiscal year 1960 appropriation program—Continued 


FISCAL YEAR 1959 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM PUBLIC LAW 85-685—Con. 


Base and item 


MILITARY AIR TRANSPORT SERVICE 
Dover AFB: 
A/C shelter, ready 
Operational mission training 
McGuire AFB: 
Shop, A/C maint field 
OQ, men 


STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND 
Altus AFB: Ammo stor mult cub 


SED LOD: BPUTENOUNY BME. 8 newncncenacnenense= 


Beale AFB: Apron, hangar access 
Biggs AFB: 


en coe cusnencnaaunncdannnaamn 


Dormitory, A/M 
Brunswick NAS: 

Runway primary/instr 

Apron hangar access. 
Apron operational 
Washrack aircraft 

Hydrant fuel, jet fuel - 

Fire station 

Readiness crew 

Operations squadron__-_- 

Operations mission TR. 

Shop A/C maint org __-- 

Shop A/C maint field 

Shop A/C engine insp & rep 

Maint dock med A/C 

Shop electronics base 

Shop ground powered equip 

Shop para and dinghy 

Storage base avfuel 

Flyaway kit base 

Warehouse, base 

Admin wing maint control 

Headquarters squadron 

Dormitory airmen 

OQ, men 

Utilities 

Fence security 
Carswell AFB: Stor base M/cubic. mag--.-- 
Castle AFB: Dormitory, A/M 
Davis Monthan AFB: Stor base M/cubic mag_- -- 
Dyess AFB: Stor base M/cubic mag 
Ellsworth AFB: 

Hydrant fuel, jet fuel 

Flight simulator trng 
Forbes AFB: Open mess, officer 
Homestead AFB: Stor, base, M/cubic, mag 
Hunter AFB: Stor, base, M/cubic, mag 
Lake Charles AFB: 

Stor, base, M/cubic, mag 

Stor, ammo, air def. 
Larson AFB: 

Target intel training 

Shop, A/C eng insp. rep 

Maint dock, large A/C 
Lincoln AFB: Storage, bse, M/cubic mag 
Lockbourne AFB: A/C shelter, read 
MacDill AFB: Stor bse M/cubic mag 
Malmstrom: Storage base avgas 
March AFB: Stor bse M/cubic mag 
McCoy AFB: Stor bse M/cubic mag 
Offutt AFB: Storage base jet fuel 
Pease AFB: 

Hydrant fuel, jet fuel 

Stor. bse, M/cubic mag 
Plattsburgh AFB: Storage, bse, M/cubic mag 
Schilling AFB: Stor tse, M/cubic mag 
Walker AFB: 

Stor bse, M/cubic mag 

Elec A/C 
Whiteman AFB: Stor, bse M/cubic mag 


* Items that will not be accomplished. Total $26,915,400. 


square feet_- 


ee men-- 


square feet-- 


—ohenmaues do___- 


Amount 
(thousands) 


47 
925 


1, 165 


128 
1, 700 


*1, 294 
*213 
*2, 764 
*60 
*480 
*151 
*658 
*284 
*3-0 
*4R 
*645 
*205 
*900 
*115 
*150 
*250 
*350 
*19 
*145 
*32 
*175 
*870 
*227 
*1, 000 
*42 
144 
449 

75 

83 


964 
102 
619 


Fen SPs 


Eee SES-2 S8SSE.. 


> 
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d in Effective military construction authorization not currently funded nor included in 
fiscal year 1960 appropriation program—Continued 


Con. FISOAL YEAR 1959 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM PUBLIC LAW 85-685—Con. 


punt Base and item Scope Amount 
sands) (thousands) 


TACTICAL AIR COMMAND 


Langley AFB: Elec. distr. line UG 
Myrtle Beach AFB: 

Hydrant avfuel 

Dining hall, A/M...- 

Open mess, NCO 
sewart AFB: Dining hall, A/M 
Turner AFB: 

Hydrant, jet fuel 

Dormitory, airmen. 

Open mess, NCO 

Dining hall, A/M 

Ind. waste, main 


Albuquerque: Land fee, purch. 
Almaden AFS: 
Comm, receiver 
Comm transmitter 
Boston (JMDC): Tower radar. 
Calumet AFS: San. sewage trt. and disp 
Chicago (JMDC): Tower radar. ; 
Cut Bank AFS: Retn workshop. 
Fallon AFS: 
Comm, receiver 
Comm, transmitter... 
Operations, AC& W-... 
Auto maint. shop 
Ft. Fisher: IE and auto maint... i 
Havre AFS: Retn workshop-...-..... alas ts eciekcban ts cenit deptsesascae bisesialoniectia ati d 
Highlands: 
Storage base diesel 


Kearney AFS (Hastings): 
Comm. receiver. 
Comm, transmitter. 
Telephone support fac 
Operations AC& W 
I&I auto maint shop 


825 
g 


Be 


“ie 
SN 
oo 


Headquarters sq 
Dormitory airmen. 

Dining hall airmen 

OQ, men. : 
A/police control and iden 
Retn fae multi/purpose-_.. 
Utilities 


Lompoc: 
IE & Auto maint, shop 
Dining hall, A/M 
Rec fac, multi purp. 
Has Squadron. 
Dorm, airmen 


adera: 

SPD OE oon cccunkenkianiananecasnce. epacinliatocaacveablauiiaceed square feet. 

Comm. transmitter. 
Mt. Lemmon AFS: 

Comm, receiver 

Comm, transmitter 
Neah Bay: Pipeline, liquid fuel . “ 
North Charleston: San. sewage treat and disp treatment and disposal__ 
Omaha: Retn. workshop square feet_. 
Philadelphia (JMDC): 

ACW trans/rec bldg. 

‘Tower, radar 

Telephone support facility 

Fire station 

Operations, AC&W 

IE and auto maint shop.. 

Auto storage open 

II storage, open 

Storage, base, diesel 


* Items that will not be accomplished. Total $26,915,400. 
42550—59——-37 
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Effective military construction authorization not currently funded nor included in 
fiscal year 1960 appropriation program—Continued 


FISCAL YEAR 59 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM PUBLIC LAW 85-685—Con. 


Base and item Amount 
(thousands) 


ac & w—continued 


Philadelphia (JM DC)—Continued 
Cold storage, food base. 


Dormitory, airmen__- 
Dining Hail, airmen. 


— 
-_ 


Heating plant 

San. sewage treat and disposal 
Water supply storage. 

Water supply 


» 3 


38 


Dir. cntr trans system 
Electric power 


~ 
98 


2 u8 22 .28S88388 


wage treat and disp. 
Seattle g MDC): 
ACW trans/rc bidg--- 


Seymour Johnson AFS: 
Dir. centr trans system. 
Electric power_.--.-.-- 


Union City AFS: 


Comm transmitter. -. 
Telephone support fac. 
Operations AC&W 

IE and auto maint shop. 
Warehouse base. 


ee 


5 
3 


Air police control and iden... 
Retn facility multipurpose-_ 


Electrical power. 

Electrical distr. and trans. 

Water supply 
Vincent AFS: "Operations ACW... 
Wadena AFS: Sewage treat and disp-_- 
Wash.-Baltimore (JMDC): Tower radar 
Webb AFB (SAGE): 

Dir. center trans system 

Electric 
Winslow AFS: 

Co 


Comm transmitter 
Radar improvement: Various facilities (partial) 


AIR MATERIEL COMMAND 
Nouasseur 
Storage, base rocket assmb. 
Storage ammo air defense _- -- 
Electrical A/C outlet. 


ALASEKAN AIR COMMAND 


Bethel AFS: Pipeline liquid fuel 
King Salmon: B/W pr 
mon: primary ovrn 

Mulgrove Hill: 

Runway 

Operations ACW 
Shemya: Purchase of blidgs. 
Unalakleet: Pipeline 


© Items that will not be accomplished. Total $26,915,400. 
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Effective military construction authorization not currently funded nor included in 
fiscal year 1960 appropriation program—Continued 


FISCAL YEAR 59 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM PUBLIC LAW 85-685—Con. 


Base and item 


CARIRREAN AIR COMMAND 
Howard AFB: Runway 
MILITARY AIR TRANSPORT SERVICE 


Keflavik AFB: Storage, demin. water... 
Kindley AFB: 

Auto maint. shop 

Store base demin. water. 
Lajes Fld: 

Shop A/C eng ins and rep_. 

Storage, demin. water....-.. 


PACIFIC AIR FORCES 
Kadena AB: Hangar, maint fid 


STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND 

Andersen AFB: 

Shop A/C maint. organ 

Storage, demin. water_--- oi 
Ben Guerir AB: Storage, demin. water--- 
Ermest Harmon AFB: School, dep. eleme 
Goose AB: Electric power 
Ramey AFB: GCA semi-mobile. 
Sidi Slimane AB: 

Storage bse, water alcohol 

Storage bse, m/cub, mag. 

Storage bse, rkt assy 

Storage ammo air defense. 

Elec A/C outlets 
Sondrestrom AB: Maint dock. 


OO gO er ee 


FRANCE 


Etain Rouvres AB: T/stand sound trtmt 
Phalsbourg AB: 

T/stand sound trtmt 

Elec A/C outlets 

Open mess, officer 


Storage base rocket assy 
Storage ammo air def 


Camp New Amsterdam: Stor. base, igloo 


GERMANY 
Bitburg AB: 
T/stand sound treat 
' Stor. base, igloo 
Bitburg Metro Tango: 
Operational fac 
Pad launching 
Pad launch enlarge 
pe AB: Comm. receiver 
Hahn AB: 
T/stand sound treat 
Stor. base, igloo. 
Landstuhl AB: 


Elec. antenna sta-. 
Comm OPS AFSS. 
Tuerkheim ACW: 


*Items that will not be accomplished. Total $26,915,400. 


square yards. - 


square feet_. 
barrels-_- 


square feet_. 
kilowatts. 


----Square feet_- 


Scope Amount 
(thousands) 


116, 666 


21, 724 
610 


14, 000 
610 


4, 300 


1 
2, 150 


2 

10, 415 
3, 984 
1, 400 
. 

2, 150 


1 
2, 150 


333 
7, 904 


100, 000 
1 


1 
20, 000 
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Effective military construction authorization not currently funded nor included in 
jiscal year 1960 appropriation pregpaie Ctatamead 


FISCAL YEAR 59 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM PUBLIC LAW 85-685—Con, 


Base and item Scope Amount 
(thousands) 


MID-EAST 
Site T-10: 
— dep, oe. ipsitelani tate lanaacs baie sianiiininiaibisiciabinitmncmdceeiid square feet. 
m mess, 0! 
deg: 
Storage base, diesel 


Storage base, M 
Open mess, off. 


RN ken le hon eusnnieninientcntenscncevesannnsnntl each... 


AFOAT-1: Oper special square feet... 


Public Law 85-685 unfunded line items at end of fiscal year 1960 153, 807 
*Less projects no longer required = —18, 976 


Navy military construction program, July 15, 1959 
AUTHORIZED LINE ITEMS IN A PROGRAM CLEARED STATUS 


Line item Authorized 
amount 


Public Law 534, 83d Cong. 
Accessories test wing. ; $1, 804, 000 
Public Law 161, 84th Cong. 


Aircraft parking 
Land acquisition 


Public Law 241, 85th Cong. 


Powerplant cooling tower 
Headquarters building, Montford Poin 
TACAN 


Guided missile facility 
Recreation building extension. 


Public Law 685, 85th Cong. 


Displaced facilities... 
Public works facilit 


BOQ and mess. 
Retrenchment of facilities. 
Utilities and services (1st incremental) 
Communications and radar center 
Runway extension 
Acquisition of land 
Do.. Communication facility 
MCAS Cherry Point.. .| RATCC and station communication circuit. 
NS Roosevelt Roads Ready jet fuel storage and pipeline 
Causeway protection 
Communication facility. 
Navigation aids 
RATCC 


BOQ with mess. 

Combat range. 

Utilities (Camp Del Mar) 
Ordnance and radar shops 
a land system. 


37, 059, 000 


* Items that will not be accomplished. - Total $26,915,400. 
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Navy military construction program, July 15, 1959—Continued 
OUTSTANDING AUTHORIZATION NOT APPROVED FOR FUNDING 
























































Location Line item Authorized 
amount 
Public Law 209, 83d Gong. 
BEA PII. occ eccrescnece H119-02 = Turbo jet engine test facility. .-...-.--...-.... *$1, 700, 000 
Public Law 534, 83d Cong. 
NAAS El Cstro............... J121-01 RE 6. ccutantsieticiseneiaetociinen *369, 000 
Public Law 161, 84th Cong. 
NAS Alameda............-...- 1134-02 EEE ELIA ARETE *670, 000 
NAS ~<a ol icmssgeshatec tits bilatergil 1145-03 Taxiway widening. -.-.-.....-..-------..-. *380, 000 
Ds aedecheeksemnaomeee 1145-05 Relocate compass rose *50, 000 
NS Kwajalein padbecdcedeswenan L416-01 INT FE ire cecinnin gan siathekiinaue *4, 142,000 
Public Law 968, 84th Cong. 
NAAS Chase Field_..........- M118-02 Turbo jet engine test facility. ....-.....-..-- *273, 0000 
Be CRED Bis cccccncssecnwan M510-09 Ammo storage facility....-..-...---..----.-..- *172, 400 
Public Law 241, 85th Cong. 
ee N403-03A Elementary school less auditorium -.._-....._- *220, 000 
NAAS New Iberia......-...-- II i, © Rn circ ekannatinnemnnc’snaid 450, 000 
Eee ea DUNT. Re eed 1, 239, 000 
_ Ec cbradintastsabeniiearemisenseears IES nN inserter cansi tens anaes he eda 1, 799, 000 
Lo arth Anbesninatnewtinie LE... PND icin nacnecannentaectiaabad 165, 000 
NAS } Whidbey ii vichaisnaciniscats RI Co nu hmendineawewsaamnnniidias 8, 479, 000 
NAS Alemeds._............... N117-01 Guided missile support facility__..........-.-- *185, 000 
NAS Chincoteague...-.......- N120-01 Runway extension including land._..........- *2, 818, 000 
NAAS El Centro....-....-...-. N122-01 Runway including land_--_-.-....----..-..-.-- 4, 135, 000 
Ee SE Silicccenmepnncanen N131-01 Pneumatic 6verhaul and Test_..-...---.------ *5, 470, 000 
MCAS Beaufort.....--...-...- SRE «I UII coe tae doe aed seen *180, 000 
MCAS Mojave....-.-.-----... N139-01 Land acquisition and obstruction removal--__- *3, 281, 000 
NAMTC Point Mugu.--.----- N143-04 = Optical landing system_._._-_--.--.------------ 160, 000 
NAS Cubi Point..-..-......... N410-02 aoams and mining range including land ---- 29, 000 
[OO See N413-01 I es essere kceiceeaierin hci aaiccinin Gini ceeisnioms *69, 000 
NSD Subic Bay-...-....-.-...- N419-O1 Pack and preservation building_..-.-........- *397, 000 
Pe ae PB ncnnccannnncs N155-04 ~—s Laundry and dry cleaning plant_......---.--- *727, 000 
NAD Bangor....-.-. -| N156-01 Improvement to electrical system. _-_.........- *316, 000 
NAD Oahu...-.-....- --| N420-02 Exit easement and road improvement---._---- *188, 000 
OAL Daingerfield---.-_..- --| N157-01 High mach number facility..........-.-------- *1, 190,000 
APL Howard County--- -| N158-01 Fe ewad laboratory building... *1, 452, 000 
NAF Harvey Point-.---- -| N124-14 Oe SNR a can ccenan 100, 
het cde cbineteieicnal N124-15 on Storage building 62, 000 
RON A A sce N50403 Community facilities..........-....-..-----.-- 385, 
Public Law 685, 85th Cong. 
NSY Charleston........... ----| P102-01 I ches asp tga dodine cenit ceils *500, 000 
NS Newport_....... P106-02 Enlisted men’s service club. .-.. 661, 000 
NAAS Kingsville... P108-01 MINS ore tack beemnake: 1, 041, 000 
NAAS Meridian.......... P109-14 Enlisted men’s swimming pool__.. 169, 000 
NAAS Crows Landing-... P113-01 $ tical noes pecoeen eamancanel 47,000 
NSF rey PUR Sacocene P116-01 craft parking-.......... 735, 000 
Dae nsstidtuagen nase P116-02 Neviention — 554, 000 
es P116-03 Seadrome ting... 1, 137, 000 
Do... P116-04 Mooring buoys....- 54, 000 
D6... P116-05 Training building. 337, 000 
Do... P116-06 SG 4, 830, 000 
Do... Pie-cr  Dishenery.-........-.24<.< 707, 000 
Do... P116-08 Administration building-.-. 303, 000 
es RAED, | nec emncnenn 1, 645, 000 
Dee a P116-10 Enlisted men’s messhall.. 471, 000 
Do... P116-11 BOQ with mess._.......-. 379, 000 
BR tn atinctinnsine P116-12 Grounds drainage.....-.-......-... 63, 060 
MCAS Beaufort.-..... P122-01 Runway extension anes land... 4, 352, 000 
MCAS Ch P124-02 ae ery pel warehouse.........-.. 688, 000 
MOAF New River-._---. P125-01B ing apron. -....- *104, 000 
NAS Patuxent River. P155-01 p were len at eedatael cig ais 4, 307, 000 
NAD Hingham. .-...... P143-01 4860G/M nat TREY nc nnncacce. *694, 000 
NTC Great Lakes..... P148-01_ Nuclear power school_........-.------- *1, 368, 000 
NS Long Beach_-....-.-. P103-01B Sub. rem measures.........------------ 5, 500, 000 
NAAS Lemoore.......... Ms ee i ue 2, 000, 000 
Be RIEL... ccnnncuncencan PMP. cccus EA sisicioes ats winssteratanacans easeteboencatod 2, 000, 000 
DUN i tienes cic seit is <b cin libanica wigan aia iacats nti 75, 898, 400 





*Items that will not be accomplished. Total $26,915,400. 
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Chapels in fiscal year 1960 military construction funding program, June 15, 1959 
ARMY 


Installation 


White Sands Missile Range, N.M.-. 


NAS Pensacola, Fla. 
P.M.R. Point Mugu, Calif 


DE etnnictccencthbbetasetaudhieddcniectinbacsseens Lee eakensanaerh Gums eaeeic ese 
AIR FORCE 


R. I. Bong AFBM, Kansasville, Wisc. 
Camp Adair, Albany, Oreg. (AC&W) 
Charleston AFB, 8.0 

Duluth Municipal Airport, Minn 
Richards-Gebaur AFB Ki Kansas City, Mo--.- 
Turner AFB, Albany, Ga 

San Vito AFB, Italy 


1 With religious and education facilities. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY, 
OrFIcE OF THE Deputy Curer or Starr ror MILITARY OPERATIONS, 
Washington, D.C., July 16, 1959. 


STATEMENT REGARDING Ro.e or MissitE Master 1n SAGE System 


Missile master is an integrated fire distribution system which ties together all 
elements of an Army air defended area. It is an electronic system which co- 
ordinates and/or controls the fire of the Army’s air defense weapons to insure 
their maximum effectiveness. A surveillance radar and height finding radars 
provide positional data to missile master wherein tracking officer’s generate and 
display their own air situation. Missile master is in turn connected via auto- 
matic data links to all Army missile units under its jurisdiction. 

The semiautomatic ground environment (SAGE) involves the collection of 
positional data from a number of radars and the transmission of this data over 
phone-line facilities to a semiautomatic direction center. This positional data, 
combined with other pertinent data such as flight plans and weather data, is 
transmitted into a large, high-speed digital computer located at the direction 
center. This digital computer with assistance from operating personnel, processes 
all data to generate the air situation. 

Missile master is connected to the SAGE direction center via an automatic 
data link wherein positional information on airborne tracks are automatically 
processed. Also missile master is-connected to the SAGE direction center by 
voice lines for administrative and other tactical purposes. 

The missile master system was designed for flexibility of operation in that it 
does accept SAGE information and can pass this information on to the Army 
missile units or it can correlate SAGE information with organically derived infor- 
eet ond it can operate autonomously in the event SAGE facilities are not 
ava ‘ 
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581 


EXPLANATION OF LANGUAGE CHANGES TO MILITARY CONSTRUCTION APPROPRIA- 
tion Act, 1959, as Proposep 1n House Document No. 102, Datep Mar. 26, 


1959 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, ARMY 


Delete: “the Act of September 1,1954 Repealed by section 507, Public Law 


(Public Law 765),”’. 
Add: “‘sections 101 and 102 of’’. 


Add: “the Act of August 20, 1956 
(Public Law 85-685)”’. 


Delete: ‘‘second’’. 


Add: “first’’. 

Delete: “‘fifth’’. 

Add: “‘sixth’’. 

Delete: ‘‘without regard to section 
4774(d) of title 10, United States Code, 
and section 3734, Revised Statutes, as 
amended’”’. 


85-685, approved August 20, 1958. 

The act of July 15, 1955, Public Law 
161, and the act of August 3, 1956, 
Public Law 968, were automatically 
repealed by section 507 of Public Law 
85-685, approved August 20, 1958. 
However, sections 101 and 102 of both 
acts are excepted from such repealer 
by section 406 of the Senate-passed 
version of the current Military Con- 
struction Authorization Act. 

This is the Military Construction Act 
of 1958, enacted during the 2d session 
of the 85th Congress. 

Amends language to incorporate cur- 
rent session. 


Deleted as being no longer necessary 
since the military construction authori- 
zations acts waive these provisions. 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, NAVY 


Delete: “‘the Act of August 7, 1953 
(Public Law 209), sections 201 and 202 
of the Act of July 27, 1954 (Public Law 
534), the Act of September 1, 1954 
(Public Law 765)”’. 

Add: “section 201 of”. 


Add: “the Act of August 20, 1958 
(Public Law 85-685)’’. 


Delete: ‘‘second’’. 

Add: “first’’. 

Delete: “fifth’’. 

Add: “sixth’’. 

Delete: “without regard to section 
3734, Revised Statutes, as amended”’. 


Delete the proviso in its entirety. 


Repealed by section 507, Public Law 
85-685, approved August 20, 1958. 


The act of August 3, 1956, Public Law 
968 was repealed by Public Law 85-685. 
However, section 201 is excepted from 
such repealer by section 406 of the 
Senate-passed version of the current 
ee Construction Authorization 

ct. 

This is the Military Construction 
Authorization Act, 1958, enacted dur- 
ing the 2d session of the 85th Congress. 

Amends language to incorporate cur- 
rent session. 


Deleted as no longer necessary since 
the Military Construction Authoriza- 
tion Act waives this provision. 

No longer necessary. 
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MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, AIR FORCE 


Delete: “chapter 133 of title 10, 
United States Code, by’’. 

Delete: ‘‘the Act of September 1, 
1954 (Public Law 765), the Act of 
July 15, 1955 (Public Law 161), the 
Act of August 3, 1956 (Public Law 
968),”’. 
Add: ‘‘the Act of August 20, 1958 
(Public Law 85-685)’’. 


Delete: ‘‘second’’. 

Add: “‘first’’. 

Delete: ‘fifth’. 

Add: “sixth’’. 

Delete: “including $4,401,000 to be 
used only for the construction of a 
solar furnace at Holloman Air Force 
Base * * * of which $683,000 is for 
the construction of a dam for the pur- 
— of increasing the water supply for 

ease Air Force Base together with the 
unexpended portion of funds heretofore 
made available for that purpose’’. 


Now cited under the heading ‘‘Mili- 
tary construction, Air Force Reserve.” 

Deleted as they are repealed by sec- 
tion 507, Public Law 85-685, approved 
August 20, 1958. 


Incorporated to include citation of 
the Military Construction Authoriza- 
tion Act, 1958. 

Amends language to incorporate cur- 
rent session. 


No longer necessary. 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, ARMY RESERVE 


The word ‘Forces’ has been deleted from the title since the language applies 
only to the Reserve and not the National Guard. 


Delete: ‘reserve components, includ- 
ing the Army National Guard of the 
United States, and contributions there- 
for” 


Add: ‘‘Army Reserve’. 


Add: “the Act of August 20, 1958 
(Public Law 85-685),” 


Delete: “‘second’’. 

Add: ‘first’. 

Delete: “fifth”. 

Add: “sixth’’. 

Delete: ‘‘without regard to section 
4774(d) of title 10, United States Code, 
and section 3734, Revised Statutes, as 
amended, and land and interest therein 
may be acquired, constructed, and pros- 
ecuted thereon prior to the approval of 
title by the Attorney General as required 
by section 355 of the Revised Statutes, 
as amended; and hire of passenger 
motor vehicles;’’. 


This language relates to the guard 
which is now included under the title 
“Military construction, Army National 
Guard.” 

Indicates these funds are for the 
Reserve only. 

Incorporated to include citation of 
the Military Construction Authoriza- 
tion Act, 1958. 

Amends language to incorporate cur- 
rent session. 


(1) These statutes are waived in mil- 
itary construction authorization acts; 

(2) Hire of passenger motor vehicles 
language is carried in proposed section 
605 of the general provisions of this act. 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, NAVAL RESERVE 
The word ‘‘Forces’”’ has been deleted from the title to conform with the Army 


Reserve and Air Force Reserve titles. 


Add: “the Act of August 20, 1958 
(Public Law 85-685)”. 


Incorporated to include citation of 
the Military Construction Authorization 
Act, 1958. 
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MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, NAVAL RESERVE—continued 


Delete: ‘‘second”’. 
Add: “first’’. 
Delete: “‘fifth’’. 
Add: “‘sixth’’. 
Delete: “without regard to section These statutes are waived in military 

3734, Revised Statutes, as amended, and construction authorization acts. 

land and interests therein may be 

acquired and construction prosecuted 

thereon prior to the approval of title by 

the Attorney General as required by 

section 355, Revised Statutes, as 

amended,”’. 


New language has been proposed for ‘‘ Military construction, Air Force Re- 
serve,” “ Military construction, Army National Guard,’ and ‘‘ Military construc- 
tion, Air National Guard” as it was decided that these funds were to be carried in 
separate accounts. The Air Force Reserve language is patterned after that of the 
Army Reserve. The guard language for both the Army and Air Force are also 
uniform. The Air Force Reserve was formerly carried under “ Military construc- 
tion, Air Force’’; accordingly, it is proposed that a proviso be incorporated which 
would authorize the consolidation of the unexpended balance of that appropria- 
tion under the new Air Force Reserve heading. 

The Army National Guard has heretofore been carried under the heading 
“Military construction, Army Reserve Forces.” A similar proviso has been 
incorporated to accomplish a merger of these funds. Both military construction, 
Air Force and military construction, Army Reserve Forces funds were available 
until expended. 

Air National Guard funds were previously carried under the heading “ Air 
National Guard.’”’ Accordingly, a proviso has been recommended for inclusion 
whick would authorize the merger of 1958 and 1959 Air Guard funds with this 
new account. (It should be noted that although 1958 and 1959 Air Guard funds 
were available for obligation for only those fiscal years, they remain available for 
expenditure for 2 additional fiscal years, once obligated. Accordingly, the 
amounts to be transferred and merged are only those which had been obligated.) 


Amends language to incorporate cur- 
rent session. 


GENERAL PROVISIONS 


Section 601: 

Delete: ‘‘second’’. 

Add: “first’’. 

Delete: “fifth”. 

Add: “sixth’’. 

Section 602: 

Delete: ‘‘continental’’. 

Add: ‘‘except Alaska, Hawaii’. 


Section 605: 
Delete: ‘‘and’’. 


Amends language to reflect current 
session designation, 


Would continue the nonapplication of 
this limitation of contracts to be per- 
formed in Alaska. 


Add: ‘‘and (4) the construction, or 
acquisition by lease or otherwise, of 
family housing and community facilities 
projects in foreign countries as author- 
ized by section 407(b) of the Act of 
September 1, 1954 (68 Stat. 1119), as 
amended.” 


Section 606: 
Add: ‘‘as amended”’. 


Section 607: 

Delete: ‘6 of the Defense Highway 
Act of 1941 (55 Stat. 765), as amended, 
and section 12 of the Federal-Aid High- 
way Act of 1950 (64 Stat. 785), as 
amended”, 


Authorizes the use of funds in this 
act for the purposes of section 407 of 
Public Law 765, approved September 1, 
1954, 83d Congress, 


Public Law 345, has been amended. 


Changes citation to conform with the 
enactment of the new title 23 of the 
United States Code. 
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GENERAL PROVISIONS—continued 


Add: ‘210 of title 23, United States 
Code”’. 


Section 610: 

Add: ‘‘and except that the Secretary Excepts 156 units of family housing 
of the Army may provide 156 units of at West Point from the limitation. 
family housing for company grade 
officers at the United States Military 
Academy at a unit cost of not more 
than $20,300 per family unit.” 


Section 611: Delete in its entirety. No funds are included in this act for 
construction at the Air Force Academy. 


Section 612: Delete in its entirety. Administratively unfavorable. 


Section 613: Delete in its entirety. Section is no longer necessary. Con- 
tract for construction of a hospital at 
the Air Force Academy has been let in 
the amount of $2.974 million. 


Section 614: Delete in its entirety. This language is deemed no longer 
. hecessary since appropriations for this 
urpose are contained in the proposed 
epartment of Defense Appropriation 
Act for fiscal year 1960. 


AssisTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE, 
ashington, D.C., June 26, 1959. 
Hon. Joun STENN1 


Chairman, peteemeeiies on Military Construction, 
Commiitee on Appropriations, U.S. Senaie. 


Dear Mr. Cuarrman: A review of the Department of the Army long-range 
surface-to-air missile programs as they apply to NIKE and HAWK has revealed 
that the training load at Fort Bliss, Tex., will not achieve the level previously 
programed. 

The adjustment in the anticipated training load no longer necessitates the con- 
struction of an administration and classroom building, Item No. 217, at Fort Bliss 
in the amount of $1,416,000 as justified by the Department of the Army in support 
of its fiscal year 1960 military construction appropriation request. 

In substitution for the above item, the Department of the Army requests fund- 
ing approval in the fiscal year 1960 program for the following: 

(a) White Sands Missile Range, N. Mex.; Item No. 152, commissary, 


,000. 
(b) Fort Sam Houston, Tex.; Item No. 29, land (building) acquisition, 
$675,000. 
(c) General authorization; access roads, $500,000. 

Item justification data for the projects referred to above were furnished your 
committee on June 15, 1959. Additional copies of the item justification data are 
being furnished members of your staff by representatives of the Department of the 

my. 

The proposed substitutions in the Department of the Army funding plan listed 
above have the approval of this office and the Bureau of the Budget. 


Sincerely, W. J. McNezi. 
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Assistant SECRETARY OF DEFENSE, 
Washington, D.C., July 9, 1959. 
Hon. Joun STENNIs, 
Chairman, Subcommittee on Military Construction, Committee on Appropriations, 
U.S. Senate. 

Dear Mr. Cuarrman: Reference is made to my letter of July 7, 1959, addressed 
to you, pertaining to certain additions and deletions in the fiscal year 1960 Army 
National Guard funding program. 

It is requested that my letter be amended to reflect the following additional 
change: 

Addition: Keyser, W. Va., one-unit armory, $157,000. 
Deletion: Enosburg Falls, Vt., one-unit armory, $169,000. 

The deletion from the funding program of the armory at Enosburg Falls, Vt., 
is occasioned by the fact that a contract for the construction of that facility was 
signed on June 30, 1959. 

The Department of the Army will furnish your committee detailed justification 
backup for the project at Keyser, W. Va. 

Sincerely, 
W. J. McNen, 
Assistant Secretary of Defense. 


Assistant SECRETARY OF DEFENSE, 
Washington, D.C., July 7, 1959. 
Hon. Joun STENNIs, 
Chairman, Subcommittee on Military Construction, 
Committee on Appropriations, U.S. Senate. 


Dear Mr. CHarrMan: Based on changes in authorization for Army National 
Guard armory projects set forth in title V, H.R. 5674 as passed by the Senate 
with amendments, June 30, 1959, and further review of the Army National Guard 
program, it is considered advisable to amend the Army National Guard fiscal 
year 1960 funding program in order to insure that all newly authorized projects 
will be included in that program. 

In view of the foregoing, the Department of the Army requests funding approval 
in the fiscal year 1960 program for the following list of projects, with deletions 
therefrom as indicated below: 

ADDITIONS 
SGNENTINO ANC. Seo cba re be caube te umemsan cba ws $80, 000 
Elyria, Ohio 160, 000 
ERE a at ie ae a ie red cae Panaiie aren eect 80, 000 
IR AM teh Sn eo lh ear basi tigh Wiewce wean eeke das 80, 000 
III ND Sle oe ad ae cies gaia aban Galen means 80, 000 
Martindale Army Airfield, Tex 
Newton, 
Norwalk, Ohio 
Salem, Ore 
Swanton, 
Tell City, Ind 
PERI  oas  e  Shs cer So asvines bghaxeeis ieee 


Cincinnati, Ohio 

Dover, N.J 

Gainesville, Fla 

Houston No. 1, Tex 323, 000 
NR one oe i een aiawn conan ouuesawen 250, 000 


Copies of the item justification data in support of the additional projects 
proposed to be added are being furnished members of your staff by representatives 
of the Department of the Army. 

The proposed substitutions in the Army National Guard funding plan listed 
above have the approval of this office and the Bureau of the Budget. 


Sincerely, — 
. J. McNen, 
Assistant Secretary of Defense. 
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Juty 9, 1959. 


Caances To List Daten June 15, 1959, Serrinc Forto H.R. 5674 (Passep 
By SENATE, JUNE 30, 1959) AND Pusuie Law 85-685 Prosects Nor Funpep 
in Fiscan YEAR 1959 OR Fiscan YEAR 1960 


1. H.R. 5674 projects not funded in fiscal year 1959 or fiscal year 1960 


ARMY 
No change. 
ARMY NATIONAL GUARD 


Dover, N.J. (deleted in Senate bill) $250, 000 
Riverdale, N.J. (deleted in Senate bill) 250, 000 


2. List of projects for which authorization (Public Law 85-685) will exist on July 1, 
1959, which ore not funded in fiscal year 1959 or fiscal year 1960 


ARMY RESERVE 
No change. 
ARMY NATIONAL GUARD (ARMORY) 


Addition: Gainesville, Fla $120, 000 


Deletions: 
157, 000 
161, 000 
137, 000 
Tell City, Ind 188, 000 


tie Sei cies een uerice i ae 11, 315, 000 


AssIsTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE, 
Washington, D.C., August 3, 1959. 
Hon. Joxn STENNIs, 
Chairman, Subcommitiee on Military Construction, 
Committee on Appropriations, 
U.S. Senate. 


Dear Mr. CuarrMan: Reference is made to my letter of June 26, 1959, ad- 
dressed to you in support of the Department of the Army fiscal year 1960 military 
construction appropriation request. 

In view of the changes in authorization made by the Armed Services Com- 
mittees of the House and Senate amounting to a reduction in the amount of 
$1,031,900, the Department of the Army requests that the project for construction 
of a post office building at Fort Bragg, N.C., in the amount of $270,000 be added 
to the Department of the Army funding plan. 

The foregoing addition will result in a revised total in the amount of $312,622,000 
to support an appropriation request for $313,000,000. 

The proposed increase in the Department of the Army funding plan has the 
approval of this office and the Bureau of the Budget. 

Sincerely, 
W. J. McNEt, 
Assistant Secretary of Defense. 
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Senator Stennis. In contemplation of the hearing on the reclamas, 
certain tables will be inserted in the record. 
(The tables referred to follow:) 


Military construction program and perro request, fiscal year 1960 (revised, 
Aug. 7, 1959) 


[In thousands] 
SUMMARY 


Classified 


Total Appro- 
: General} program | priation 


——__.. 


$341, 654. 0/$341, 000. 0 
245, 098.0} 244, 000. 0 
898, 068. 0} 894, 000.0 


Total_......-....--| 1,022,410.0} 145, 730.0} 71,573) 129,435) 201,008) 115,672) 1, 484, 820, 0|1,479,000.0 


HOUSE AND SENATE ACTION ON MILITARY CONSTRUCTION FUNDING PROGRAM 
AND APPROPRIATIONS REQUEST 


$63, 936. 6| $19, 303. 5) $34, 157} $96, 467}$130, 624] $27,700} $241, 564. 11$241, 564. 1 

109, 110.0} 23,904.0} 2,861) 17,573) 20,434) 26,600) 180,048. 0) 180, 048.0 

656, 817.6] 44,775.0} 255) 3, 4,224) 50,800] 756,616. 6) 756, 616.6 

829, 864.2) 87,982.5) 37,273] 118,009) 155, 282) 105,100) 1, 178, 228. 7/1,178,228.7 
Fiscal year 1960 appropriation request, military construction 


{In thousands] 
CONUS 


Funding program— 
DOD request 


Prior New Prior Total 


Alabama: 
A . 


rmy: 
dentton, Ordnance Depot $1, 700.0 
Fort McClellan... 
Fort Rucker 
Redstone Arsenal. 


a 
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Fiscal year 1960 appropriation request, military construction—Continued 
{In thousands] 
CONUS 


Funding program— House action 
DOD request 


Alaska—Continued 
Air Force: 
Bethel AFS. 
Campion AFS 


-” 
3g 


z 
cooovocoouooeoo 


-_ 
= 


SESSSER85 53 


Gulkana. 
King Salmon Airport 
— Mountain 


mie Dome... 


Nort east Cape.... 
White Alice 


18, 158.0 


a: 
Army: Fort Huachuca 2, 789.5) $1, 738.0 
Navy: MCAAS, Yuma 
Air Force: 
Davis-Monthan AFB, Tuscon.-.-- 
Williams AFB, Chandler. 


Subtotal 


Air Force: 
Blytheville AFB, Blytheville 
Little Rock AFB, Little Rock... 


Subtotal 


APM ag of San Francisco 
Fort Ord 


vy: 

MC Supply Center, Barstow. 

MC Base ete Pendleton... pe 
Nag El 


= 


» M 
Naval Air Missile Test Center, 
Point Mugu 
NSD, San Diego 
Naval Training Center, San 


Diego 
NAS, North Island, San Diego 
MC Air Facility, Santa Ana. . , 216. 
MC Base, Twenty-nine Palms-_-_. 5 ‘ 1, 137.0 


R 
B8 SSfek8 
coco oocooco 


ppol 
RB: E 
oo 


52, 259.0 | 6,457.0 
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Fiscal year 1960 appropriation request, military construction—Continued 
{In thousands] 
CONUS 


Funding program— House action 
DOD request 


California—Continued 

Bele AFB M ilk 

eale , Marysville. $187.0 
Castle AFB, Merced 393. 393.0 
Edwards AFB, Muroc 542.0 
George AFB, Victorville Ee 
Hamilton AFB, San Rafael_------ i) 1... 1, 131. 
March AFB, Riverside. 
Mather, Sacramento 1, 491.0 
McClellan AFB, Sacramento. 38.0 38.0 
Vandenberg AFB, Lompoc 147.0 


Colorado: 
Army: Fitzsimons Army Hospital... 


Navy: 
wey Submarine Base, New Lon- 


877.0 
75.0 


Air Force: Dover AFB, Dover, total_- 
District of Columbia: 
"ani Naval Research Laboratory, 


Florida: 
Navy: 

Naval Air Station, Mayport ; 1, 323.0 
Naval Communications Training 

Center, Corry Field y 1, 000.0 
Naval Air Station, Jacksonville seas y 700. 0 
Naval Air Station, Pensacola __-__. 400. 400.0 
Naval Auxiliary Air Station, 

Whiting Field Y 7, 490.0 


Subtotal 


Air Force: 
i 833.0 
Cape Canaveral 3 279.0 
Homestead AFB, Homestead ks 4, 734.0 
McCoy AFB, Orlando . 6, 949.0 
MacDill AFB, Tampa--- 866 866 240.0 240.0 
Tyndall AFB 


Subtotal 16, 712.0 








27, 625.0 
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Fiscal year 1960 appropriation request, military construction—Continued 
{In thousands] 
CONUS 


Funding program— House action 
DOD request 


New Prior Total 


Georgia: 
my: 
Fort Benning 


SEE ons rcicemnie mowecscnnces b 161.0 
Air Force: 
Robins AFB, Macon 
Turner AFB, Albany. 


Subtotal 


1, 477.0 


Idabo: z 
Air Force: Mountain Home AFB, 
Mountain Home, total 





Illinois: 
Army: Savanna Ord. Depot, Savanna 
Navy: Nav. Trng. Ctr., Great Lakes. 


Indiana: 
Army: Fort Benjamin Harrison 
Air Force: Bunker Hill AFB, Peru..- 





Army: 
Fort Leavenworth 
Fort Riley. 


Subtotal 
Air Force: 
Forbes AFB, Topeka 
McConnell AFB, Wichita. 
Schilling AFB, Salina 


Subtotal 

















c ky: 
1,000.0 aa y 


0 rmy: 
700.0 Fort Campbell 300 
400.0 Fort Knox 2, 191.0 


7, 490.0 


2, 360. 0 
2,191.0 


4, 491.0 ; 4, 551.0 


10, 913.0 Louisiana: 


Army: Bossier Base (AFSWP) 38.0 








= Air Force: 
279.0 Chenault AFB, Lake Charles 
4, 734.0 England AFB, Alexandria 
6, 949.0 
240.0 
3,677.0 Subtotal 


16, 712.0 




















Maine: 
Navy: 
NRS, Washington County 
NRS, Winter Harbor 


Subtotal 














42550—_59 38 
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Fiscal year 1960 appropriation request, military construction—Continued 
{In thousands] 
CONUS 


Funding program— 
DOD request 


Air Force: 
Dow AFB, Bangor. 
Loring AFB, Limestone 


Na 


vy: 
NAS, Patuxent River 
Naval Academy, Annapolis 
National Naval Medieal Cen 


Bethesda 
— a 


“Massachusetts: 
Army: Fort Devens. 


Navy: Naval Shipyard, Boston 


Air Force: 
L. G. Hanscom Field, Bedford. -- 
Otis AFB, Falmouth 


K. I. Sawyer Municipal Airport, 


Marquette 
Selfridge AFB, Mount Clemens_- 
Wurtsmith AFB, Oscoda. 


dita cia ciniacclp racial eg 
‘Minnesota 


Air Force: Duluth Municipal Airport, 
Duluth, total 


‘Mississippi: 
Navy: Naval Auxiliary Air Station, 
Meridian 





i. 
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Fiscal year 1960 appropriation request, military construction—Continued 
{In thousands] 
CONUS 


Funding program— House action 
DOD request 


Total 


Missouri—Continued 
Air Force: 
Richards-Gebaur, Kansas City-_.-- 
Whiteman AFB, Knobnoster 


Air Force: 
Glasgow AFB 
Malmstrom AFB, Great Falls-.-- 


Nebraska: 
Army: Sioux Ordnance Depot 


Air Force: 
Lincoln AFB, Lincoln. 
Offutt AFB, Omaha. 


Army: Lake Mead Base (AFSWP) 
Air Force: Nellis AFB, Las Vegas. -.- 


New Hampshire: 
Army: Cold Regions Laboratory 
Navy: Naval Shipyard, Portsmouth-. 
Air Force: Pease AFB, Portsmouth - - 


New Jersey: 
Army: Fort Dix 


Navy: 
NSD, Bayonne 
NAS, Lakehurst 


Subtotal 
Air Force: McGuire, AFB, Wrights- 


Army: White Sands Missile Range 


Air Force: 
Walker AFB, Roswell 
Cannon AFB, Clovis 
Holloman ee 


Army: U.S. Military Aeademy. 


Nowavy Shipyard, Brook 
MMSA, Brookiyn...-..-- 


A, Brooklyn 
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Fiscal year 1960 appropriation request, military construction—Continued 
{In thousands} 
CONUS 


Fonding program— House action 
request 


New Mexico—Continued 
Air Force: 
Plattsburgh AFB, Plattsburgh--- 
Griffiss AFB, Rome 


Subtotal---- 


North Carolina: 
Army: Fort Bragg 


Navy: 
‘Rios, Camp Lejeune--..........- 
MCAS, Cherry Point 


Subtotal 
Air Force: Seymour-Johnson AFB, 
Goldsboro. ...-..-- 


North Dakota: 
Force: 
Grand Forks AFB, Grand penn. 
Minot AFB, Minot 


Army: Columbus General Depot 


Air Force: 
Clinton County AFB 
Wright-Patterson AFB, Dayton.. 


Army: Fort Sill... 
Air Force: Clinton-Sherman AFB, 


g 
wy Force: Kingsley Field, Klamath 
Falls, total 





Pennsylvania: 


rmy: 
Carlisle Barracks 
Letterkenny Ordnance Depot 


ll 
Navy: NAMC, Philadelphia. 
Air Force: Olmstead AFB, Middle- 


Rhode Island: 


avy: 
NSD, Newport 
NS, Newport 
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Fiscal year 1960 appropriation request, military construction—Continued 
{In thousands] 
CONUS 








Funding program— 


House action 
DOD request 






Total New 







South Carolina: 
Navy: MCAAS, Beaufort...........-| | $51 |---------- $51 $51.0 


Air Force: 























Charleston AFB, Charleston.....| | 758 |---------- 758 Pe sicatueucian 
Myrtle Beach Municipal Airport, 

ENO ccc) CO Nk 151 GR Toenail. 
DRGe AVE, HOM. .cccnenst 0 BL... 505 BE Oi iecenecns 








IE loon caesinscnennnatesons 




















South Dakota: 
Air Force: Elisworth AFB, Rapid 
4 ees a eee eee ee 
Tennessee: 
Navy: NAS, Memphis. ..............|---------- 
Air Force: 
Arnold EDC, Tullahoma......-..} 5, 690 |-..-...... 
Sewart AFB, Smyrna.............| 2,524 |.--.-..-.. 






Air Force: 














Amarillo AFB, Amarillo........-- A cc seciertncecaned 
Bergstrom AFB, Austin... 7 0 DI Eacincssinicscrcesen 

Biggs AFB, El Paso. DE castetunemeconie 

Carswell AFB, Fort PO Tisdacannne 

Dyess AFB, Abilene...-.......... i, 6 

James Connally AFB, Waco..-.-.- A Hewiiewaccea 

IR ER cet |6 EY Eaecsssecent | | Ep) | SRE Loc uwnccee 

Perrin AFB, Sherman_-_.........- 408 PIR faisealccacsn 
Sheppard AFB, Wichita Falls... BOs caseccsss . 
Webn AVS, Dig Spring. 3..0.--..). WTB Pew wcces ec] | A ITE feeecwsnndn Secs nkcc ns fecccwennes 


IEE ibs th oiincnnd tlnecnmmnns 7 WO eidcalinccs 








Army: Dugway Proving Ground...--| 532 |----------} 5382} = 582.0 |-------.-- 
Air Force: Hill AFB, Ogden._-------| | 341 |----------} 341 | = 341.0 |---------- 













Virginia: 
Army: 
A. P. Hill Military Reservation__| 229 |---------- \. 226.0 
ecactacekelineroacreapra mein aoe f “ -O |- 1, 061.0 

866 i 






ae iawn oem ca eag . 178.0 


Sadie pot i odewate ‘ 5. 1, 465.0 














Navy: 
AFSO, Norfolk...............-.<.|-----....-| 4,043] 4643 |---.-..-.- ‘ 4,000.0 
PS ee ee eee 8 Pis. 6 se 8 e 81.0 
CS ee ee 
ae SD oecanannes 







Oo isan epi t charm nnnied 
Air Force: Langley AFB, Hampton... 


ec cee ccwecncwsncatemacaessssces|enesnesecc|essesasase] 10,574 |---....-.-|-.-----.-- 9, 625.0 
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Fiscal year 1960 appropriation request, military construction—Continued 
[In thousands} 
CONUS 


Fundin; = House action 
DO 


| 
Prior Total 


Washington: 
Air Force 
Fairchild AFB, Spokane..--.-.---- 
Geiger AFB, Spokane 
Larson AFB, Moses Lake 
McChord AFB, Tacoma 


irginia: 
Navy: NRRO, Sugar Grove, total_... 
Wisconsin: 
Air Force: Richard Bong AFBM 
Kansasville, total 
Wyoming: 
Air Force: Warren AFB, total..... peti > , 1, 461.0 
Various locations 
Army: Tactical installation, support 
facilities. 
Air Force: 
Aircraft control and warning 
Air pea missiles. 


Ballistic missiles 
Strategic missiles. 


Subtotal 


744, 426.6 | 85, 437.6 829, 864. 2 


Navy: Argentia 
Air Force: Various locations 


Cuba: 
a NS., Guantanamo Bay, total... 
Army: L.0.C., total 


Aver : Various locations-.-_--...-...-- 
Air Poses: Various locations 3 


‘Air a Crete, total........... inde 
Greenlan 
Air cone Various locations, total. .._ 


Hawaii: 














| 





4, 133.0 
2,118.0 


6, 251.0 
760.0 











322.0 
302.0 


8, 714.0 
231.0 
3, 249.0 
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Piscal year 1960 appropriation request, military construction—Continued 
{In thousands} 
OVERSEAS 





















Funding program— 


House action 
DOD request 





Hawaii—Continued 
Navy: 


Iceland: Air Force, total 
Italy: Army, total 





1, 054.0 
Iwo Jima: Air Force, total....-........... 2, 670.0 
Japan: 
ST iii casccsnie nitethogshibcsnanlatnnaibtadtatdaes 1, 640.0 
on tocsuuuencunpukawsbsuceeas 1, 476.0 
RE icin Seacnbocucecncnddennsmndulmeansdielinciesuae 3,116.0 
Korea: 
Sl ntancbeenicnscanesventeneesinunn 7, 000.0 
Bn ctincdacenasdeccwened eben 2, 526.0 
NES ncainkpnnennansnedeanauseedeleasauadieleaucesesdie 9, 526. 0 
Libya: 
Air Force: Wheelus AFB, total.....-- 35.0 
Mariana Islands 
Navy: 
NavShip Repair Facility, Guam. 507.0 
CI ccncanphgincstoliesench: MOE SIEM Non cnncuccchscsnaccedelmeneasaces 
sa ee. ae. 
I so occecnuenscnenaoe 507.0 
AIF Es FN sn ncesccndenicescnas 106.0 
Tis cinbcbedacsaniceainabenkionldademssnieltancaienste 613.0 
Marshall Islands: 
Air Force: Wake Island, total__....-. 2, 211.0 
Netherlands: 
a IIR esis sscinttecinrertcniomaeinc acon 207.0 
North Ireland: 
Navy: Naval radio facility, London- 
NG MIN Snsononccncandanons nowsdel 267.0 
Okinawa: ead 
Army: Fort Buckmer---.-_......... aa 213.5 
N 2, 038.0 
751.0 
semen ind atin antes nigel ice nhohesibie 3,022.5 
Philippines: , 
avy: NAS, Cubi Point..........._. 76.0 
Air Force; Clark AFB......-.--.-.--- 1, 714.0 
IE ses cats atc cxcic sare sic anaes aes ce aaa acm ae cts 1, 790.0 
Puerto Rico: 
Navy: 
NAS, Roosevelt Roads........--- 2,810.0 
NRS, Sebana Seca..............-- 86. 
a aa a anew all 2, 896. 0 
Air Force: Ramey AFB.............- 1, 251.0 
Tel... ..... pik Lchehe ee eaonnansee sansins linet seme ete 4, 147.0 
Spain: 
PE PUM MR sae cenencrscceennne 5, 400. 0 
Air Force: Various locations. .---.---- 234.0 


En cetssunes 
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Fiscal year 1960 appropriation request, military construction—Continued 
{In thousands] 
OVERSEAS 


Funding program— House action 
DOD request 


——. 


Prior Total Prior Total 


vy: Various locations 
Air Force: Various locations 


Operational facilities 
Communication facilities 


19, 547.0 


$15, 000.0 | $15, 000.0 
13, 500.0 
25, 000.0 


53, 500.0 


5, 400.0 
. 3, 300.0 
14, 000.0 14, 000.0 


22, 700.0 


5, 350.0 5, 350.0 
3, 750.0 3, 750.0 
8, 000.0 8, 000.0 


17, 100.0 | 17, 100.0 


Surplus commodity housing: 
Navy 


250.0 
Air Force 


Land acquisition: Air Force, total ba 
— of damaged facilities: Navy, 





piahiintion of substandard quarters: 


ee (CONUS). 
‘Air Defense Missiles. ; 62, 157 
AICC 6, 
68, 457 


2, 861 
255 


71,573 | 2,673.0 | 34, 600.0 
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Fiscal year 1960 appropriation request, military construction—Continued 
[In thousands] 
GENERAL AUTHORITY 


Funding program— House action 
DOD request 


New Prior Total 


Classified (overseas): 


my: 
Forward depots $3, 000. 0 
ASA O/S 7 2,415.0 | $2, 563.0 
Signal O/S 5 i 3, 426.0 574.0 
Air defense missiles 70, 118.0 | 14, 371.0 


Subtotal. 78, 959. 0 


Navy 15, 140.0 
Air Force 7 3, 702.0 


Classified and overseas, grand total.| 251, 068 95, 670 183, 179.5 | 60,085.0 | 243, 264.5 


COMMITTEE ADJOURNMENT 


Senator Stennis. The committee will take a recess now subject to 
the call of the Chair. 

(Whereupon, at 4:30 p.m., Friday, July 24, 1959, the committee was 
recessed, to reconvene at the call of the Chair.) 


. 
333 
ooo 
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MONDAY, AUGUST 10, 1959 


U.S. Senate, 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, 
Washington, D.C. 
The committee met, in room 1114, New Senate Office Building, at 
10 a.m., pursuant to notice, Hon. John Stennis (chairman of the 
subcommittee) presiding. 
Present : Senators Stennis, Chavez, and Bridges. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 


STATEMENTS OF HON. DEWEY SHORT, ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF 
THE ARMY (MANPOWER, PERSONNEL, AND RESERVE FORCES) ; 
LT. GEN. G. H. DAVIDSON, SUPERINTENDENT, U.S. MILITARY 
ACADEMY; COL. G. L. EVANS, JR., CHIEF, CONSTRUCTION DIVI- 
SION 0, DIR/INSTALLATIONS, DCSLOG; L. A. WESTENBERGER, 
CHIEF, PUBLIC WORKS PLANNING BRANCH, CONSTRUCTION 
DIVISION 0, DIR/INSTALLATIONS, DCSLOG; MAJ. GEN. D. W. 
TRAUB, DIRECTOR OF ARMY BUDGET OFFICE, COMPTROLLER OF 
THE ARMY; P. E. OCKERMAN, CONSTRUCTION, PROCUREMENT, 
AND RESEARCH BRANCH, ESTIMATES AND FUNDING DIVISION, 
DIRECTOR OF ARMY BUDGET; COL. R. D. McCARTY, CHIEF, FAMILY 
HOUSING OFFICE 0, DIR/INSTALLATIONS, DCSLOG; S. GERBER, 
FAMILY HOUSING, OFFICE 0, DIR/INSTALLATIONS, DCSLOG; MAJ. 
GEN. D. A. BURCHINAL, DEPUTY, J-3, OFFICE/JCS; COL. W. 0. 
WYATT, ASSISTANT CHIEF OF STAFF, G—4, USASA; LT. COL. D. E. 
EPPERSON, CHIEF, INSTALLATIONS DIVISION, G-4, USASA; H. B. 
NORWOOD, CHIEF, PROGRAM AND PLANNING DIVISION OFFICE, 
ASSISTANT FOR ARMY CONSTRUCTION OFFICE, CHIEF OF ENGI- 
NEERS FOR MILITARY CONSTRUCTION; H. D. VAN KUREN, SERV- 
ICES AND INSTALLATIONS OFFICE, OFFICE, CHIEF OF ORDNANCE; 
COL. H. R. SANFORD, COMPTROLLER, OFFICE OF THE CHIEF 
SIGNAL OFFICER; COL. L. R. MOORE, DEPUTY CHIEF, ARMY COM- 
MUNICATIONS SERVICE DIVISION, OFFICE OF THE CHIEF SIGNAL 
OFFICER; COL. P. J. LAMPHIER, CHIEF, FACILITIES BRANCH, 
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF SIGNAL OFFICER; COL. R. R. CLELAND, 
CHIEF, FACILITIES BRANCH, OFFICE, THE SURGEON GENERAL; 
COL. H. W. CODDINGTON, OFFICE, THE SURGEON GENERAL; COL. 
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J. R. TROTH, CHIEF, INSTALLATIONS DIVISION, OFFICE, CHIEF 
OF TRANSPORTATION; R. W. MacDONALD, CONSTRUCTION SEC- 
TION, FACILITIES BRANCH, INSTALLATIONS DIVISION, THE 
QUARTERMASTER GENERAL; COL. A. D. CHAFFIN, OFFICE, AS- 
SISTANT SECRETARY OF THE ARMY (MANPOWER, PERSONNEL, 
AND RESERVE FORCES) ; COL. J. W. THOMPSON, ENGINEER, U.S. 
MILITARY ACADEMY; CAPT. ARTHUR ENDERLIN, USNR, 
CHIEF, OFFICE OF TELECOMMUNICATIONS, NATIONAL SECURITY 
AGENCY; AND MAJ. J. C. FIMIANI, OFFICE, DCSOPS 


STATEMENT OF CHAIRMAN 


Senator Stennis. The committee will come to order. 

I appreciate the presence of all of you gentlemen here this morning 
and on behalf of the committee, I want to thank you and also say 
that you had very short notice. You may want to come back even 
on some items that you undertake to cover this morning. 

I understand the House is going to take this bill up today and 
acting on the assumption that they will pass it as recommended 
by the committee, also anticipating the situation as much as we could 
as to the general proof, if the witnesses will remember that we have 
already taken up the items in the entire bill as a whole, so it is just 
a matter of reclama or rebuttal now by the three services. 

I know that the bill is handled in the House by very able men, 
dedicated to their senses of responsibility, and I assume that they 
acted on what they thought were good reasons in every matter that 
they passed on. 

At the same time, I know by experience this, that it is possible 
to make mistakes and in the rush of matters it is possible not to 
have all the facts, too. 

So I want to open the doors of the church now for you gentlemen 
to bring in such additional facts as you want to present with refer- 
ence to these matters. 

Facts are the only things that count and I feel that that is the 
way you wish to present it. 

Secretary Short, we are very glad to have you here this morning 
representing the Army. Who is going to speak now for the mili- 
tary part of the Army? 

Mr. Snort. Mr. Chairman, first, though this is short notice, I am 
sure I speak for all these men who will testify before you this 
morning, our appreciation for your giving us this opportunity to 
go over some of these items. 

Personally, I subscribe to everything you have said about the 
Members over in the House. I will say the same things about the 
Members in the Senate. 


RESULTS OF HOUSE CUTS 


T can also say the same thing about the men over in the Pentagon. 
I am personally keenly disappointed and genuinely concerned at the 
drastic cuts that we have received last year in the MCA appropriation 
bill which has made our problem very difficult. 





‘ion 
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Particularly I am concerned, if not alarmed, at the deep cut which 
has been given the Army which is by far the largest percentagewise 
of any of the services. 

Senator Stennis. I noticed that, Mr. Secretary. 

Mr. Suort. Yes, sir. ; 

I want to state to you very frankly and candidly, Mr. Chairman, 
that these proposed reductions have severely hurt us in several im- 
portant fields. 

I would be derelict in the performance of my duties if I did not state 
to you that when these requests come in from the field they are care- 
fully screened, thoroughly studied. We cut many millions of dollars 
off the requests before we could get approval from the Department of 
Defense and the Bureau of the Budget. 


AMOUNT REQUESTED 


We sent in the approved requests and you have heard all the testi- 
mony that was presented to the members of the House committee for 
$341,654,000. To have $100 million slashed really cuts into the quick 
and to the bone where I think it is not only unwise, but a very danger- 
ous operation. 

We are going to be hurt in the fields of worldwide communications 
and intelligence operations; surface-to-surface missile training; stor- 
age facilities in support of worldwide strategic deployments in the 
Far East and in Europe; and in urgently needed troop and family 
quarters, medical installations and cadet accommodations at the Mili- 
tary Academy, and our school up at Carlisle Barracks. 

I don’t care how big an Army you have, how many men, or how ex- 
cellent and modern the weapons are, unless you have decent adequate 
housing properly constructed logistic support facilities for those men, 
you will not have a good Army. 

Now, I do not want to trespass upon your time, realizing how busy 
you are and the great responsibilities that you are carrying, but we 
have asked General Davidson, the Superintendent of our Military 
Academy, to come down from West Point to speak to you on his one 
particular item. I am sure we all appreciate his presence here this 
morning. Also I am flanked here by General Traub, Colonel Evans, 
and others, who will be glad to take up specific items. 


IMPORTANT ITEMS 


I would ~~ the most important items we wish to reclama in my 
opinion are the ones at West Point, at Carlisle Barracks, and the 
missile training facilities needed at Fort Sill. Some important storage 
facilities for critical items we will have to discuss in closed session be- 
cause of the secret nature of them, both in the Far East and also in the 
European Command. . 

There are other important items that I could mention, but since 
they will be discussed in detail, I will not take any more of your time 
except, Mr. Chairman, to plead with you and the members of your 
committee here in the Senate to give us these items. We are giving 
you data to reclama all of them. It is hard to say which has the 
highest priority, but you already have the list of priorities, and if you 
cannot get the whole loaf, of course, you take the half loaf. 
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It is up to you and your judgment. I feel that members of your 
committee are well qualified after getting all the testimony you have 
already received to decide which ones of these items are the most 
critical. I am perfectly willing to leave it in your hands. 

Ps ay Srennis. Thank you very much for your statement, Mr. 
retary. 

Gentlemen, I was away on Friday afternoon and Saturday of last 
week without a chance to really look over this military construction 
appropriation bill report. I had it in my briefcase, glanced at it, and 
noted your marked reduction. 

I assume now that you are here this morning to justify these mat- 
ters on the facts and you have the men here who know the subject. 

I want to warn you this: Sometimes you know so much about the 
subject that you assume that others know more than they do know 
and especially with the importance of these matters I do not have too 
much patience with a whole lot of detail. Be certain though that you 
get the facts in the record and that you stress the importance of these 
various items as you see them. 

I want some indication from someone who is responsible as to the 
asco if we have to get the priorities on these matters. Colonel 

vans is to follow Secretary Short. 

Colonel Evans. I will follow Secretary Short and then maybe Gen- 
eral Traub. 

General Travs. I have no statement. 

‘ Senator Srennis. I want to get a picture of this and then get your 
acts. 

Mr. Snort. Might I say, sir, for the record, that General Seeman, 
who appeared before you originally, would have been before you this 
morning, but he left last Friday for Europe. 

Senator Stennis. We appreciate the services of General Seeman 
very much. He isa very competent and very able officer. We are glad 
to have Colonel Evans here. He has also been with us and he makes 
fine presentations. 

HEARING ON RECLAMA 


Senator Chavez, this is a hearing on the reclama. We assume that 
the House will pass the bill in substantially the same form as the 
committee recommended. 

We have the Army first. Secretary Short has made a brief state- 
ment and then Colonel Evans will make an overall statement. 

Senator Cuavez. I am so glad that Secretary Short is here. He 
used to be on the House side. 

Senator Stennis. Proceed, Colonel. ai . 

Colonel Evans. Mr. Chairman, we appreciate your giving us this 
opportunity to present our reclamas on the reductions proposed in 
the House Appropriations Committee report. We have written re- 
clamas covering each item and to supplement our reclamas we have 
with us several support witnesses including General Davidson. They 
are prepared to speak with firsthand knowledge on certain of our 
most critical items. 

AMOUNT REQUESTED 


In brief, Mr. Chairman, we requested the Con , with the consent 
of the Office of the Secretary of Defense and Bureau of the Budget, 
for $341,384,000 in new funds. 
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We have already presented these items to the committee in some 
detail. 
As Mr. Short has said, this has been a hard core program and closely 
related to our long- and short-range needs, to our present missions 
and operations, and to our permanent base requirements, 


ADDITIONAL REQUEST 


The House committee additionally has favorably considered the 
Fort Bragg Post Office in the amount of $270,000, which brings our 
total to $341,654,000. 

The House committee has recommended a reduction of $100,089,900, 
leaving the Army with proposed $241,564,100 in funds. 


AIR DEFENSE PROGRAM 


Twenty-eight million dollars of this reduction stems from our re- 
cent revisions to the overall air defense program and is in consonance 
with the provisions of the fiscal year 1960 public works military con- 
struction bill already presented to the White House by the Congress. 

We, therefore, are making no reclama on this cut. 

(The following letter was received by the committee :) 


THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE, 


Washington, June 22, 1959. 
Hon. JoHN STENNIS, 


Chairman, Subcommittee on Military Construction, Committee on Appropria- 
tions, U.S. Senate. 

Deak Mr. CHAIRMAN: During our recent appearance before your committee we 

stated that revised appropriation requests for the fiscal year 1960 construction 


appropriations would be transmitted to you as a result of our revised air de- 
fense plan. 


The appropriation request for “Military construction, Army” may be reduced 
by $28 million, thereby reflecting a revised appropriation request in the new 
amount of $313 million. This reduction results from decreased amounts required 
to complete the revised NIKE-HERCULES construction program. 

The appropriation request for “Military construction, Air Force” may be re- 
duced by $32,300,000, thereby reflecting a revised appropriation request in the 
amount of $861,700,000. This reduction stems from reduced amounts required 
for the BOMARC, SAGE, and gap filler radar programs in fiscal year 1960. 

We will furnish your committee under separate cover the specific details of 
the revised plan as it relates to funds required in fiscal year 1960. 

Sincerely yours, 


Tuomas S. Gates, Deputy. 
GENERAL RESTORATION REQUEST 


Colonel Evans. The remaining $72,089,900 is of vital concern to us. 
‘ Senator Stennis. Do you have copies of your statement up here 

or us? 

Colonel Evans. These are just a few notes. 

Senator Stennis. All right, go ahead. 

Colonel Evans. I do have another typewritten copy. 

The remaining $72,089,900 is of vital concern to us and we are 
addressing our reclamation toward this decrement. 

Our reclama total of about $71 million is somewhat below the $72: 
million figure by reason of certain reductions in authorizations, par- 
ticularly the hospitals, and by some minor across-the-board reductions 
in trainfire facilities, even though we consider these as valid needs for 
the optimum outdoor instruction of our troops. 
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TRAINFIRE FACILITIES 


The House committee takes out, across the board, two or three 
thousand dollars each for trainfire facilities. Cumulatively that 
amounts to $161,000, but we are not reclamaing that. 

We think we can live with it at the somewhat reduced figures. 

Senator Stennis. Pardon me, what was that? That last point 

ou made? I was looking back here to another one you had made. 
wanted to check the figures on it. What is the last point you men- 
tioned, you would not ask for reclama on what? 

Colonel Evans. On the $161,000 for trainfire facilities which are 
scattered throughout the world, $2,000 and $3,000 at each facility. 

It eliminates the covers for stands which would improve the effi- 
ciency of outdoor instruction, but we will live with it. 

We are requesting restoration of all items specifically deleted, for 
all of which we have a positive continuing need; as well as restoration 
of certain across-the-board reductions in station and in agency totals. 

The proposed reduction as Mr. Short has already pointed out, hurt 
us in several important fields. I will not reiterate those at this time. 

Our reclama material in five areas is rather highly classified and we 
respectfully request permission to discuss them briefly in closed hear- 


ings. 

We have written reclama material arranged in the sequence in 
which they were presented during the original hearings on our appro- 
priation request. 

I might sum up in just a minute the impact of some of these cuts 
in various fields. 

In BOQ’s, which are always important to us: under this proposed 
action we lose 172 spaces, at $1,625,000. 

Three hospitals totaling $9,353,500. 

One thousand seven hundred and ninety-seven permanent barracks 
spaces for enlisted men within the continental United States at 
$3,260,000 plus a semipermanent facility in Japan of $1,346,000, for 
660 men, and $98,000 for BOQ with mess; also $450,000 for BOQ’s in 
Korea; to say nothing of the USMA cadet barracks at West Point. 


HOUSING OUTS 


MCA family housing has been reduced by 294 units at a total of 
$7,456,000. We could elaborate on the various categories in detail, 
but for the sake of time, I would like to leave those summary figures 
and proceed now with your permission to the details of the reclama. 

Senator Srennis. You have a $28 million figure. You say that 
stems from the recent revisions to the overall air defense program 
and is in consonance of the provisions.of the fiscal year 1960 mili- 
tary public works authorization bill already transmitted to the White 
House by the Congress and, therefore, ask no reclama on that cut. 
So that is an adjustment of figures that was made in line with the 
change in policy and change in recommendations, at least, by the 
military ; is that correct ? 

Colonel Evans. Yes, sir; in consonance with the discussion on the 
air defense position. 

Senator Srennis. So it is not in this year and it has-all been settled 
and is now not in disagreement ? 
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Colonel Evans. Not in disagreement. 

Senator Stennis. That was taken care of in the bill Senator Chavez 
has just handed to me. So that is out of the picture. Now, do you 
have your men here who are prepared to testify—I know you have 
the general here, for instance, on these hospitals? Do you want to 
be heard on them, or rest on the general request to put them in? 

Colonel Evans. We want to be heard on them. We have reclama 
material. We have additional witnesses who can speak in detail. 

Senator Stennis. Who do you have first now? Is General David- 
son next ? 

Colonel Evans. I thought we would get to him in a minute or two. 

I want to get one or two items out of the way first. I will take them 
them one or two at a time. 


ABERDEEN PROVING GROUND 


The first one would be the Aberdeen Proving Ground, with BOQ 

request. 
enator Stennis. All right, proceed. 

Colonel Evans. This is a request for restoration of a 60-man BOQ 
in the amount of $576,000. 

The committee report indicates that existing facilities at these in- 
stallations are sufficient to meet the requirements. Quantitatively, 
perhaps; qualitatively, no, sir. Not even quantitatively. 

Within recent months it has been necessary to issue from 80 to 130 
certificates of nonavailability of quarters each month. These World 
War IT mobilization buildings have been subjected to continuous use 
for 18 years and are very costly to maintain and should be scheduled 
to be demolished. 

The quarters provided are about on a level of temporary dormitory 
facilities which would normally be furnished construction laborers 
on even temporary jobs. 

This is having a serious impact on the retention of our better qual- 
ified young Reserve officers. 

Out of 243 Reserve officers serving their 6-month obligations who 
attended the ordnance school from October to March 1959, who have 
to live in these existing facilities if they were available, only three 
volunteered active service. 

We believe the facts presented in the reclama generally substantiate 
the need for this. 

Senator Stennis. We will put this in the record. 

(The justification referred to follows :) 


ABERDEEN Provine GrounpD, Mb. 


Item Budget House Restoration 
request action requested 


Bachelor officers’ quarters (60 man) $576, 000 —$576, 000 $576, 000 


42550—_59——39 
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REASONS FOR RESTORATION REQUEST 


Bachelor officers’ quarters (60 man) 


1. Based on the current strength of 1,136 officers and warrant officers, a re- 
uirement for 504 bachelor officers’ quarters spaces exists at Aberdeen Proving 

round (356 TDY, of whom one-third are allied officers who must be furnished 
quarters on post suitable to their rank, plus 19 percent of balance). To meet 
this requirement, Aberdeen has 303 adequate spaces, including 222 spaces im- 
proved on an interim basis in temporary-type buildings: 103 inadequate spaces, 
consisting of 63 single rooms with public bath and forty 2-room suites with pub- 
lic bath, are used to partially meet the requirement. The remaining require- 
ments must be met by placing officers into converted World War II barracks of 
cubicle type or by issuing certificates of nonavailability. Within recent months, 
it has been necessary to issue from 80 to 130 certificates of nonavailability each 
month. These World War II mobilization buildings have been subjected to con- 
tinuous use for 18 years, and now are very costly to maintain and should be 
scheduled to be demolished. 

2. The students attending technical courses at the Ordnance School are 
often forming their initial impressions of the Army as a career service. The 
Ordnance losses in young and qualified officer personnel, during the past few 
years, have been excessive. A principal reason given by these young officers 
for not electing a military career has been the unsatisfactory conditions under 
which they were expected to live. It is, therefore, obvious that if we are to re- 
tain qualified career personnel, we must provide them with something better 
than 18-year-old, substandard, deteriorated, temporary facilities of World 
War II. The quarters provided are about on a level with temporary dormitory 
facilities which would normally be furnished construction workers or other 
laborers on a temporary job. Out of 243 Reserve officers serving their 6-month 
obligated tour, who attended the Ordnance School from October 1958 through 
March 1959, only 3 volunteered for further active service. 

8. Even more critical is the matter of adequate quarters for instructor per- 
sonnel, to whom Aberdeen is a home of relative permanence. These trained 
and qualified technicians are fully aware of the national shortage of such 
know-how, and know their specialized services are a commodity with consider- 
able value in nonmilitary careers. If they must go on living in the leftover, tem- 
porary quarters of a war which began over 18 years ago, they begin to look 
for a career in which their personal welfare is valued more highly. 

4. It is urged that the Army’s program of providing moderately adequate 
living conditions for its specialized officer personnel be supported, and that the 

above project be approved and funded in fiscal year 1960. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


“The committee has approved $10,866,600 for Ordnance Corps facilities, a 
reduction of $1,528,400 in the budget estimates of $12,395,000. In making this 
reduction, the committee has denied the request of $237,000 for the Sioux 
Ordnance Depot, Nebr., and $576,000 for bachelor officers’ quarters facilities at 
Aberdeen Proving Ground, Md. Existing facilities at these installations are sufli- 
cient to meet the requirements.” 


ORDNANCE CORPS HOME STATION 


Senator Srennis. You point out the Aberdeen Proving Ground. 
This seems to be a special training project you have; is that right? 

Colonel Evans. No, sir; Aberdeen Proving Ground is the home 
station of the Ordnance Corps. 

Senator Stennis. You want these bachelor officers’ quarters to take 
care <4 some special programs which you have for training, so to 
speak ¢ 

gr Evans. The schooling of the officer primarily ; yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. What are you going to do about these others, that 

place out in Nebraska the committee left out other items with reference 


Mr. Suort. Fort Lee and Fort Benning. 





tom 7 


und. 
2 


Lome 
take 
30 to 


that 


rence 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION APPROPRIATIONS, 1960 609 


Colonel Evans. I will take other bachelor officer’s quarters in turn. 

Senator Stennis. Are you requesting that they all be restored ? 

Colonel Evans. Yes, sir; all bachelor officers’ quarters. 

Senator Stennis. Why not take them up altogether as bachelor 
officers’ quarters and take them up according to ordnance or artillery ? 


Fort LEe 


Colonel Evans. Fort Lee would be the next one, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Stennis. What special grounds do you have now to want 
them there? Meet the House report head on and show where they are 
wrong on their facts, if you think they are wrong, and such additional 
reasons, if any, as to why you think it should be restored. We are right 
down to the last issue now. 

Colonel Evans. Right, sir. 

These are for $311,000 for female women officers’ quarters to accom- 
modate the nurses which will occupy or work in the hospital to be 
completed in February of 1961. It is already under construction. 

Senator STEnnIs. What reason did the House give for denying that 
amount ¢ 

Colonel Evans. The House stated that existing facilities at this loca- 
tion are sufficient to meet needs. 

Again, as a matter of quantity, yes; quality, no. 

The site of the proposed women officers’ quarters here is right ad- 
jacent to the new hospital. They are presently living in substandard 

Vorld War II-type facilities a mile and three-tenths away from the 
hospital area. 
urses are extremely hard to keep in the services in these days. If 
we continue to use these World War IT facilities we are going to fur- 
ther detract from the service. 

Second, you are going to have a very high continuing cost of trans- 
portation to and from the new site. 

(The justification follows :) 


Fort LEE, Va. 





Item Budget House Restoration 
request action requested 
1. Enlisted women’s barracks with administration..........-- $233, 000 —$233, 000 +$233, 000 
2. Bachelor officers quarters (female)_............--..--.------ 311, 000 —311, 000 +311, 000 
Maka odee ethan nuke noteese wes eewindiocnmanetcone 544, 000 —544, 000 +544, 000 





REASONS FOR RESTORATION REQUEST 


Item No, 1—Enlisted women’s barracks with administration 


This project is essential to provide adequate living quarters for the enlisted 
women assigned to Fort Lee. The six mobilization-type hospital wards, which 
have been converted to barracks and are now being occupied, are not livable. 

Enlisted women are entitled to the same consideration, with respect to quar- 
ters facilities, that has been extended to enlisted men. Living in dilapidated 
18-year-old temporary quarters originally designed as hospital wards does not 
appeal to the assigned women nor contribute to their morale when the male 
troops are provided with modern permanent barracks. The existing quarters do 
= — the minimum female quarters accessories or privacy authorized‘ by 

15-31. 
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Item No. 2.—Bachelor officers’ quarters (female) 


The new hospital at Fort Lee is now under construction and is expected to be 
completed by February 1961. This nurses’ BOQ supports that hospital, and it 
is essential that the BOQ be completed by the same time. 

The site of the BOQ is in the immediate vicinity of the new hospital. The 
present substandard temporary quarters are located 1.3 miles from the new 
hospital which, if use were continued, would create inefficient operations and 
require a car and driver at the hospital at all times for off-duty and on-duty 
nurses and for emergencies. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


The committee has approved $178,000 for Quartermaster Corps facilities, a 
reduction of $3,300,000 in the budget estimates of $3,508,000. The requests at 
Fort Lee, Va., in the amount of $233,000 for an enlisted women’s barracks and 
$311,000 for BOQ facilities are denied. Existing facilities at this location are 
sufficient to meet the needs. 


FORT BENNING, QUARTERS 


Colonel Evans. The next BOQ is for 80 spaces at Benning. 

Again, this is in effect a nurses WOQ for a new hospital that is 
under construction and it makes them adjacent to their new facility. 
If not, they will have to continue to live, widely separated, about 4 
miles away, and there is a great need for WOQ spaces. 

Senator Stennis. These are for the nurses, too? 

Colonel Evans. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. When you say nurses, do you mean those who are 
in the Regular nursing service; they are members of the military; is 
that correct? 

Colonel Evans. The Nurse Corps. 

There may be some WAC officers on that post, the Women’s Army 
Corps that are there. 

Senator Srrnnis. These are to take care of the Regular members 
of the Nurse Corps that is a recognized part of the Army ? 

Colonel Evans: Yes, sir. 

In one or two instances if there should be a vacancy you might get 
a civilian specialist in there briefly, but these are to take care of the 
authorized women officer strength at those installations. 

(The justification follows :) 


Fort BENNING, Ga. 


Budget Restoration 
request requested 


1. Bachelor officers quarters. . +$738, 000 
2. Enlisted men’s barracks 586, 000 +586, 000 


1,324,000 | —1,324,000 +1, 324, 000 


REASONS FOR RESTORATION REQUEST 


1. Bachelor officers quarters 


Fort Benning has a severe shortage of permanent BOQ spaces, possessing only 
204 spaces of a total requirement of 2,218. The spaces requested are of spe- 
cial urgency in that they will provide living quarters for nurses assigned to 
the staff of the 500-bed hospital recently completed at Fort Benning. If 
this project is not approved, the nurses to staff this hospital will be forced 
to continue living in space at the old hospital approximately 4 miles away. 
This necessitates operation of a costly and unsatisfactory transportation sys- 
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tem and additionally results in substantial delays when nurses are required 
for emergency duty. 
9, Enlisted men’s barracks 


Failure to provide barracks for the enlisted medical technicians to be housed 
therein will result in a severe reduction in the efficient administration of the 
new hospital at Fort Benning. It will also necessitate the continuance of 
a costly transportation system which is estimated to cost $58,000 on an annual 
basis. The new hospital in which these technicians work is some 4 miles from 
their present quarters which makes necessary their transportation on a three- 
shift basis. 

HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


The committee denied appropriations for both the enlisted men’s barracks 
and the nurses BOQ on the basis that they believed existing facilities appear to 
be adequate. 

Sioux ORDNANCE DEPOT 


Senator Stennis. What is your next item? 

Colonel Evans. Sir, I might turn for a minute to another ordnance 
item, which is Sioux Ordnance Depot in Nebraska. This is for the 
ammunition burning and demolition grounds in the amount of 
$237,000. 

The House committee states that the existing facilities at these 
installations are sufficient to meet the requirements. The ordnance 
feels that the present facilities are extremely unsafe, they are a 
temporary expedient which they have been using and they are costly 
both in time and maintenance and general operation. 

Senator Stennis. What is this now, for ammunition storage? 

Colonel Evans. This is for burning outmoded, unsafe, rew vorked 
ammunition which is no longer usable. 

Senator Stennis. Colonel, you say it is costly now. That does not 
refute—that is rather general just to say costly. Do you have any 
figures showing how costly it is and any figures to show how much, 
if any, you are going to save by spending this additional money? 


| Those facts cut deep, but just a general conclusion does not. 


Mr. Van Kvren. I am Van Kuren, Chief of the Services and In- 
stallations Office of the Office of the Chief of Ordnance. 

Senator Stennis. We are glad to have you here. The question is: 
Do you have any figures on the point I just raised ? 

Mr. Van Kuren. The figures can be produced, sir. 

Senator Stennis. I think it is very timely that you produce them. 

Mr. Van Kuren. TI think it is important for the record to realize 
the nature of the operation. 

Senator Stennis. Yes, I am going to let you get to that. I asked 
the question and I want an answer. You say the figures are avail- 
able on this and that you can supply it for the record? 

Mr. Van Koren. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. All right, will you get that in the next few days? 

Mr. Van Koren. Yes, sir. 

(The justification follows: ) 
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Sroux OrDANCE Deport, NEBR. 


AMMO BURNING AND DEMOLITION GROUND 


The additional information requested by the Senate is as follows: 
(a) The comparative direct costs of operation per ton of ammunition proc- 
essed are as follows: 


New Saving 
facility 


Demolition ground 


(6) With the increased programed workload of 14,000 tons for fiscal year 
1960 the annual savings would be $28,000. Amortization of the $237,000 cost 
would be accomplished in 8% years. 

(c) The current backlog for burning and demolition is estimated at 11,000 
tons. This backlog has fluctuated by only 200 tons within the past year. With 
the current facility the backlog is expected to remain constant. With a new 
facility it is expected that the backlog would decrease by 2,000 tons per year. 


JUSTIFICATION 


Senator Cuavez. Regarding the figures that he is supposed to fur- 
nish, Mr. Chairman, are they going to justify where they want 
$237,000 more for this? That is what they want restored ? 

Senator Stennis. That will be a part of the picture. 

Mr. Van Koren. Yes, sir; that will be a part of the picture. 

Senator Stennis. Do you have additional reasons you want to give 
on this? 

Mr. Van Koren. Yes, sir. 


PURPOSE OF FACILITIES 


Mr. Chairman, the popes of these facilities is to burn or to destroy 
a 


by demolition unserviceable ammunition. We are now working with 
improvised, temporary facilities which require a very slow operation. 

In other words, because of the lack of safety facilities, every time 
we burn or blow explosives it is necessary to remove personnel, vehi- 
cles, equipment from the entire area where this operation goes on. 

We have a large quantity of this ammunition to take care of at 
Sioux and there are only certain parts of the day and certain days 
of the week when we can do this demolition, when atmospheric con- 
ditions are such that we do not have propagated shock waves to the 
nearby communities. 

So when the atmospheric conditions are proper we must work at 
top speed for relatively short periods. 

Senator Stennis. Well, that is a good statement. I notice where 
you dug up an old, the statement said, Civil War bomb. That is a 
mistake; that is the War Between the States. 

I notice where you dug up one around here and you said it was a 
union bomb. You might demobilize it, too, while you are running 
these experiments. We do not want to have you drop any more of 
those on us. 

All right, that is a good statement. If you will get up this cost 
matter it will be very helpful to us. Do you not think so, Senator? 
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HOUSE REPORT 


Senator CuAvez. Yes. But I would like to read from the House 
report: 

The committee has approved $10,866,600 for Ordnance Corps facilities, a 
reduction of $1,528,400 in the budget estimates of $12,395,000. In making this 
reduction the committee has denied the request of $237,000 for the Sioux 
Ordnance Depot, Nebr., and $576,000 for BOQ facilities at Aberdeen Proving 
Ground, Md. Existing facilities at these installations are sufficient to meet 
the requirements. 

Will you state that also in your answer? 

Mr. Van Koren. Yes, sir. 

( The justification follows :) 


Sioux ORDNANCE Depot, NEBR. 


Item Budget House Restoration 
request action requested 


Ammo burning and demolition grounds $237,000 —$237, 000 $237, 000 


REASONS FOR RESTORATION REQUEST 


Ammo burning and demolition grounds 


1. The project will provide a demolition ground for destruction, by detonation, 
of unserviceable, unrepairable, or obsolete ammunition and unsalvageable com- 
ponents; and a separate area for destruction of explosives by burning. Con- 
struction required includes a bomb-proof personnel shelter, a vehicle barricade 
for the truck required in these operations, a barricaded ammunition holding 
facility, separate service magazines for demolition explosives, a barricade to 
protect the electric generator, and a small storage building for equipment. 

2. The existing structures which should be demolished, are all improvised of 
scrap lumber, scrap iron, and earth, and consist of a personnel shelter, holding 
barracade, service magazine, and equipment shed at the demolition ground and 
a personnel shelter, two service magazines, and equipment shed at the burning 
ground, These structures are not safe since rotted wood and rusted iron are 
incorporated in this construction. The personnel shelters are open at the rear 
and vulnerable to a delayed burst of a round or component ejected from the 
demolition pit, and the need for continual repairs delays operations. The lack 
of vehicle barricades delays operations since vehicles must be withdrawn from 
the area between shots. There are not sufficient service magazines to segregate 
incompatible explosives items. The improvised protection structures cannot be 
used in muddy or extremely cold weather which might otherwise be ideal for 
demolition and burning operations. Demolition operations must be conducted 
during comparatively brief and infrequent periods when atmospheric conditions 
are such as to minimize propagation of air shock waves to communities several 
miles away ; therefore, work should be accomplished with maximum speed during 
these periods. 

3. The existing facilities are beyond the point of rehabilitation or repair. 
Continual progress on demolition and burning, during periods of favorable 
weather is necessary to prevent accumulation of hazardous explosives generated 
by ammunition maintenance and demilitarization operations, to reduce handling 
and surveillance of such explosives, and to make storage space available for 
serviceable ammunition. Suspension of operations for repeated temporary re- 
pairs to the improvement protection structures and, also, the other delays mep- 
tioned above, will preclude maintaining the required rate of disposal. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


“The Committee has approved $10,866,600 for Ordnance Corps facilities, a 
reduction of $1,528,400 in the budget estimates of $12,395,000. In making this 
reduction, the Committee has denied the request of $237,000 for the Sioux 
Ordnance Depot, Nebr. and $576,000 for BOQ facilities at Aberdeen Proving 





614 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION APPROPRIATIONS, 1960 


Ground, Md. Existing facilities at these installations are sufficient to meet the 
requirements.” 


CoMMISSARY, WHITE SANDS MISSILE RANGE 


Senator Stennis. All right, Colonel. Thank you, Senator. 

Colonel Evans, what else do you have now? 

Colonel Evans. We have the White Sands missile range, sir. 

Senator Stennis. We will take that up next. 

Colonel Evans. We came in originally without this in the request. 
During the session we made some adjustments and instituted the 
White Sands commissary. 

Senator Stennis. What is this now? Is this an additional budg- 
eted item that was not presented to the House ? 

Colonel Evans. It was presented to the House. It was one which 
came in after we initially made up the budget, but it has been pre- 
sented in detail to the committee. 

Senator Srennis. Let us put the full statement in the record at 
this point, and then you may explain it. 

(The statement referred to follows :) 


Waite Sanps MissttE Ranae, N. Mex. 


Budget House Restoration 
request action requested 





$254, 000 —$254, 000 $254, 000 


REASONS FOR RESTORATION REQUEST 
Commissary 


1. The commissary at White Sands Missile Range started in the current 
building in 1947 as a 20 by 40 CCC building of temporary wood frame. Ad- 
ditions have been made to the building periodically to reach current size of 
9,854 square feet. Under existing criteria the size is considered adequate for 
Sales of $27,000 to $45,000 per month. The sales at White Sands are running 
over $80,000 a month, and, with 326 additional families on post in the housing 
recently completed and to be completed, sales should far exceed $100,000. 

2. The current facility is inadequate because of lack of sufficient checkout 
stands, office space, backup storage space, shelving, refrigerated display and 
storage, meat preparation and packaging. With completion of family housing 
referred to, 977 onpost families will be dependent upon the facility for sub- 
sistence since the nearest civilian facilities are located in Las Cruces, N. Mex., 
27 miles to the west, and El Paso, Tex., 50 miles to the south. 

3. In addition to onpost families, there are 1,196 military personnel assigned 
to the command who depend upon the commissary to some extent. The present 
facilities produce poor service, congestion, poor selection, and inability to stock 
adequate supplies. The isolated location of the missile range makes it neces- 
sary to send to El Paso when stocks are depleted. The resulting dissatisfaction 
of post residents has an undesirable impact upon morale and upon our ability 
to recruit and retain the technical specialists upon whose skills the success of 
the installation depends. We simply must not ignore basic needs for these 
people nor permit them to assume that their chosen career places them in the 
position of second-class citizens. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


“The original budget estimate for the White Sands Missile Range, New 
Mexico, was $1,259,000 and provided for construction of a chapel, bachelor 
officers’ quarters, and a dental clinic. Subsequent to the completion of the formal 
hearings, the Department of Defense by letter requested the addition of a com- 
missary at this location in the amount of $254,000. The committee has approved 
the items requested in the original estimate but has denied the request for a 
commissary as existing facilities appear to be adequate to meet the needs.” 
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HOUSE COMMENT 


Colonel Evans. The House denied the request “as existing facilities 
appear to be adequate to meet the need.” 

The commissary at White Sands Missile Range is a World War II 
temporary building of about 9,000 square feet. Under the existin 
current criteria this should be adequate for sales which run aroun 
$27,000 to $45,000 per month. The sales at this commissary are run- 
ning over $80,000 a month. 

We are expecting 326 additional families to be on the post in the 
housing recently completed and underway, so that sales at that time 
should go to over $100,000. 

With the completion of this family housing we will have 977 fami- 
lies on post dependent upon this facility for subsistence. 

The nearest civilian facilities are located in Las Cruces, N. Mex., 27 
miles to the west, and El Paso, Tex., 50 miles to the south. 

In addition to these families you have 1,196 military people already 
living on the post and they are dependent upon the commissary. 

Senator Cuavez. They are really isolated, quite a ways from Alamo- 
gordo, where housing is located ? 

Senator Stennis. I am in favor of trading some with civilians, my- 
self, if they are anywhere near. You have these isolated places, 
though, and that is a matter that has to be met. 

Now, the House must have some reason, though, and they say they 
think the existing facilities are adequate. Now, what do you have 
to refute that ? 


POST INCREASE IN POPULATION 


Colonel Evans. The post increase in population and family hous- 
ing moving on there. 

Senator Stennis. Are there any other buildings available that you 
could use for this purpose ? 

Colonel Evans. No, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Have you really investigated and found that that 
isa fact? 

Mr. Van Koren. Yes, sir; Mr. Chairman, this has been investigated 
very closely. 

As you know, White Sands has been on a mission and workload 
buildup ever since it started in 1945. 

Senator Stennis. I know about its mission. I just want to know 
what the facts are. 

Mr. Van Koren. We have investigated every possible suitable 
building on the post and there is none which could be made suitable for 
this purpose. 

Senator Srennis. Nevertheless, you have a solemn declaration here 
of a very important committee that is usually mighty well informed. 
They state here as a fact that in their judgment the existing facilities 
are adequate. Now, to meet that you have to get right on the line with 
some facts. 

STATE OF HOUSING 


Mr. Snort. Mr. Chairman, I made two or three visits out there in 
order to be seeing as a Missourian has to be shown. For many years 
the military has lived in tarpaper shacks, disgraceful huts for any 
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man’s army, not to mention the U.S. Army. At long last we are 
getting some decent housing out there to hold the people in the service. 

Since the population at White Sands has increased and demands are 

ee there are no existing facilities which can be used for this 
acility. 

Senator Stennis. You have been there recently ? 

Mr. Suort. Yes, sir; I have seen it. 

Senator Srennis. Well, that is very direct proof. That is very 

ood. 
. Mr. Snort. I wonder if the members of the House committee have 
been there. I don’t know. The committee just says they are adequate, 
but that is a broad general blanket statement. I have seen it. 

Colonel Evans. Sir, as a matter of response to our request over the 
weekend we just had an additional statement as to the impact of the 
resent inadequacy. Under present conditions, customer waiting 

es are often 20 minutes long or more at all counters, including the 
checkout stands. There is no immediate backup storage area; so that 
stock must be kept on the sales shelves and has to be repeatedly re- 
stocked during the day and during sales hours. 

Senator Srennis. You have been checking on this recently ? 

Colonel Evans. This is a teletype received from White Sands yes- 
terday. A lot of the material is covered in my statement. 

Senator Stennis. You have made an additional checkup ? 

Colonel Evans. Yes. 

Senator Stennis. That additional checkup, together with Secretary 
Short’s statement, is direct proof and permissible in a court of law, 
and it is on the point and it covers the matter. 

What is your next item ? 


MILITARY ACADEMY BARRACKS 


Colonel Evans. Sir, with your indulgence we would like to give 
General Davidson a chance to talk about the Military Academy. 

Senator Stennis. Senator Chavez, we have General Davidson here 
now. If wecan accommodate him, he wants to get away. 

General Davidson, we are very glad to have you here. You are car- 
rying responsibilities as Superintendent of the U.S. Military Acad- 
emy and you have special matters in this bill. You want to make a 
special showing here with reference to your cadet barracks? 

General Davinson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. We are glad to have you here. I remember being 
on your campus or grounds at the Academy several years ago and I 
was very much impressed. I want to go back. I was there at a meet- 
ing of the board of visitors. You had Dr. Compton there, I remember, 
at that time. Since then he has passed away, one of our great men. 

General Davinson. I hope you will come and see us again soon. 

Senator Stennis. We had the old riding academy conversion along 
about that time. 

Well, we are glad to have you here. I wish Mr. Reporter, you would 
put General Davidson’s statement in the record at this point and then 
you just make additional explanations, General, if you will. 

General Daviwson. All right, sir. 
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(The justification and statement referred to follow :) 
U.S. Miurrary Acapemy, West Pornt, N.Y. 


Item Budget House Restoration 
request action requested 


GaGee HRETRORS CORE POONER) oni ite obs con enna scecenccesesn=- $4, 954, 000 | —$4, 954,000 | +$4, 954, 000 


REASONS FOR BESTORATION REQUEST 


Cadet barracks (263 rooms) 


1. General—tIn July, Department of the Army completed a thorough review 
of the plans and design criteria for the proposed cadet barracks. It has been 
concluded that a reduction in barracks space cannot be affected without adversely 
affecting the basic requirements considered essential to the proper training and 
development of a cadet. These requirements, which include provision of suitable 
sleeping, study, and off-duty recreational requirements, are considered to be met 
in the design of the new cadet barracks and are justified in detail below. 

2. Background.—(a) Planning for new barracks for the Corps of Cadets was 
predicated on the concept of providing an integrated area containing not only 
basie dormitory facilities but also related and essential study, recreational and 
cadet administrative space. The experience of over 150 years of cadet barracks 
life was drawn upon. Opinions and ideas were obtained from graduates, non- 
graduates, and the cadets themselves, and all were carefully evaluated by ex- 
perienced officers on duty at West Point. The service of an outstanding civilian 
architect-engineer firm were retained by the New York district engineer. The 
deficiencies in existing barracks were studied, and positive steps taken to elim- 
inate them in new barracks. All of the existing barracks follow a design over 
a hundred years old, which fails to recognize the requirements of today’s cadet. 

(b) It was concluded that essential facilities include (in addition to the cadet 
rooms) orderly rooms, trunk rooms, group study rooms, recreation-assembly 
rooms, showers, lockers, latrines, and essential mechanical and service rooms. 

(c) A barracks which omits any of these facilities fails to follow the concept 
of an integrated barracks. Such barracks will contain deficiences which will 
ultimately have to be corrected just as the deficiencies in existing barracks will 
have to be corrected. While first costs are an important consideration, it is less 
expensive to build all facilities initially than to add them later. 

3. Study rooms.—(a) The ability to express himself orally is absolutely essen- 
tial for an officer. Although some recognition was always given to this require- 
ment, it is only in recent years that emphasis has been placed on this phase of 
cadet development. This emphasis requires facilities for the cadet to practice 
oral expression. 

(b) Each cadet is required to take 2 years of one of five foreign languages. 
The Department of Foreign Languages requires oral preparation by groups, 
as this type of learning is the most effective for a language. 

(c) Most academic departments employ the committee type of preparation 
and presentation as one of the effective methods of learning. This requires 
an area where cadets can jointly prepare their assignments. 

(d) Tutoring of deficient cadets by other cadets is a tradition at West 
Point, and has undoubtedly saved many a worthy graduate. This too estab- 
lishes a requirement for a study area. 

(e) The above described requirements were initially met by authorizing 
cadets to assemble in the room of one of the group. This was obviously un- 
satisfactory. The roommates not involved were bothered by the discussion, 
and were definitely at a disadvantage in preparing their homework. Other 
cadets in the division were also disturbed, and ultimately the cadets grew re- 
luctant to assemble in cadet rooms for study purposes because of the manifest 
ee to others. Also, cadet rooms are not equipped to accommodate 
visitors. 

(f) The requirement for study space is now met by improvised study areas 
in basements. These basements are designed solely to accommodate trunk 
rooms, athletic lockers, showers, and latrines. They have little or no natural 
light, are dismal even under artificial light, and are crowded with equipment. 
The study areas are nothing but chairs and portable blackbords set up in the 
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corridors, the only available space. They are in an extremely poor atmosphere 
for study, and are subject to constant traffic from cadets using the basement 
latrines, showers, and trunk rooms. Study areas in the basements are un- 
desirable, but are the only solution in existing barracks. 

(g) Study rooms are being included in the west academic building presently 
being converted to barracks (east barracks). However, restricted space per- 
mits only one such room per company, with an expanding wall to make two 
smaller rooms. In the proposed 526-man barracks, two study rooms per com- 
pany have been allotted, one of which can be subdivided into two. The re. 
quirements was fixed at three study rooms per company, each room capable of 
subdivision. Thus the actual plan is slightly less than desired, but acceptable 
as the best solution the architect could offer within cost limitations. 

(h) The top floor study and recreation rooms will provide for the first time, 
a solution to the vexing problem created by “late lights” and by cadets study- 
ing in the inadequately lit latrines. Theoretically all lights go out at taps, ex- 
cept minimum night lights in the latrine areas, and those late lights which are 
authorized in each room where there is a deficient cadet or a cadet officer who 
requires extra time for administration. The result is a great number of 
rooms with late lights, to the detriment of those cadets who could retire at 
the proper time. In deference to their roommates, many cadets will turn out 
the room lights and study in the poorly lit latrines. With the top floor study/ 
recreation area it will be feasible to require those cadets authorized late 
lights, to use only the top floor, thus permitting the lights in all cadet rooms 
to be extinguished at taps. 

4. Recreation/assembly rooms.—(a) The serious lack of sufficient recrea- 
tional space for cadets has been recognized for the past 15 years. This de 
ficiency has been severely criticized by the last three Boards of Visitors. 

(b) The inclusion of recreation/assembly rooms is an effort to provide cadets 
only what is routinely provided in the standard enlisted barracks—a lounging 
room. At present there are only three such rooms for the entire corps of 
2,520 cadets, despite the fact that cadets are required to spend more time in 
their living or barracks area than other Army personnel or the average college 
student. 

(c) It is envisioned that the recreation rooms will actually contribute to 
the cadet’s professional development. Extensive use will be made of displays 
of a professional nature and of comprehensive, up to date, professional libraries. 
It is thereby hoped to provide a change from the academic routine, but at the 
same time contribute to the development of the leader. 

(d) The same rooms will also answer the requirement for assembly rooms for 
meetings of larger groups, up to company size. The only area available for 
such meetings now is in the basement, which were not designed nor equipped 
for this purpose. 

HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


“The committee is not convinced of the need for barracks space of the type 
requested in the estimates at a cost of approximately $8,200 per man, exclusive 
of supporting facilities. The funds requested are denied and it will be expected 
that the Army will thoroughly restudy the cost and scope of this barracks addi- 
tion prior to the request for additional funds.” 


REMARKS BY THE SUPERINTENDENT, U.S. Minitary ACADEMY, IN SUPPORT OF 
PROPOSED CADET BARRACKS 


1. I am Lt. Gen. Garrison H. Davidson, Superintendent of the U.S. Military 
Academy. I have requested this opportunity to justify the request for $4,954,000 
for the construction of cadet barracks at West Point. 

2. This project was authorized last year and funds were approved at that 
time by your committee in the identical amount of this year’s request. How- 
ever, subsequent joint committee action reduced the appropriation by $1 million. 
During the past year the construction plans were reviewed in detail not only 
by the Academy but also by the Department of the Army and the Department of 
Defense. The plans were determined to be both conservative as to space and 
economical as to design. For that reason the original request has been resub- 
mitted. 

8. Additional cadet living space is sorely needed at the Military Academy. 
The need for this barracks was again supported this year by the Board of Visi- 
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tors on which your committee was represented. In his room the cadet spends 
the better part of 4 years. Here he studies, sleeps, prepares for military instruc- 
tion, maintains his many uniforms, arms and equipment, and spends the major 
portion of his leisure hours. (West Point has no student union building for 
recreation of the type normally found on the civilian campus. ) 

4. Without this barracks, about two-thirds of the corps of cadets must con- 
tinue to live three in a room designed for two. This allows only 100 square feet 
per cadet, or the equivalent of the floor space authorized a Government clerk 
for his desk, filing cabinet and working area. The resultant congestion imposes 
conditions extremely detrimental to effective study and greatly complicates the 
process of merely living. 

5. The standard two-man room providing 150 square feet per cadet was estab- 
lished about 1840 for the construction of our central barracks which we are still 
using to more than its designed capacity. Experience over the past century 
and a quarter has demonstrated the soundness of the criterion. 

6. The cost of the proposed barracks is consistent with the cost of similar 
construction at the Academy where the expense of building is compounded by 
facts of man and nature. Not only is West Point located in one of the highest 
construction labor cost areas in the country, being 20 percent above those at 
the average military post, but West Point was selected by George Washington 
because of its formidable location, thus any construction involves the removal 
of solid rock. Under these circumstances this cost for constructing a permanent 
barracks to last at least another century and a quarter is considered very 
reasonable. 

7. In conclusion, gentlemen, I greatly appreciate this opportunity to appear 
before you and personally urge that favorable action be taken on this construc- 
tion project which I consider most pressing. 


NEED FOR CADET BARRACKS 


General Davipson. I appreciate very much, sir, this opportunity of 
presenting the case for our cadet barracks at the Military Academy. 


This project was approved, it was authorized last year and funds 
were approved by your committee at that time. 

Subsequently, in the joint session with the House, the funds were 
reduced by a million dollars, which made it infeasible to go ahead 
with the construction. 

During the past year our plans have been reviewed in detail, not 
only by ourselves, but by the Department of Defense and the Depart- 
ment of the Army as well. These reviews have indicated that our 
plans are conservative as to space and economical as to design. 

Therefore, we have resubmitted this project in the identical sum as 
it was submitted last year. 

I cannot stress too strongly how sorely we need this space at the 
Military Academy. The need was recognized again this year by our 
Board of Visitors on which your committee was represented. 

I would like to stress the fact that these cadet rooms provide the 
space where these young men spend the major portion of 4 years. 
In these rooms they study, they sleep, they prepare for their military 
instruction; they maintain their arms, equipment, and uniforms and 
must spend a good portion of their leisure hours. 

We have no student union building at West Point of the kind nor- 
mally found at the usual campus for recreation, nor do we have an 
adequate library. 

Without this barracks, two-thirds of the corps of cadets must con- 
tinue to live in two-man rooms designed to accommodate two people. 
They must be tripled three to such rooms. 

This provides each individual cadet with 100 square feet of space. 

Now, 100 square feet of space is the space allowed for a Government 
clerk for his filing cabinet, his desk, and his working area. 





620 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION APPROPRIATIONS, 1960 


We have found that our criterion of 150 square feet of space per 
cadet is sound. It was first arrived at in 1840 when our present cen- 
tral barracks was constructed. Those barracks are still being used. 
They are still being used, and beyond their capacity, because we have 
these cases where the cadets are tripled up three to a two-man room. 

Over a period of a century and a quarter, therefore, the criterion of 
150 square feet per man has proved to be sound. 

Senator Stennis. May I interrupt you there because I think it is a 
very material point ? 

General Davipson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. When I was a member of your Board of Visitors 
and was on your campus I went to some of these rooms. Frankly, I 
was surprised that you did not have more room, more space for these 
students, than you did have. It was very austere and I was told that 
that was part of your training. I frankly was pleased with the idea 
that there was still a little austerity left. 

General Davinson. Well, sir, it is a monastic type of life; there is 
no question about that. 

INCREASED ENROLLMENT 


Senator Stennis. I do not know but it seems that you have had a 
change of policy because for a long time you have gone along and 
have not asked for additional barracks, as I recall the facts, and you 
do not have more students there now than you have had for years. 

General Davinson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. You do? 

General Davinson. Yes, sir. When we started to triple up in the 
use of rooms, I am not certain, but the corps of cadets was increased 
just prior to World War I. 

And no barracks were authorized then until 1931. Then just prior 
to World War II the corps was almost doubled in size. Instead of 
catching up on our barracks requirements we are continually falling 
further and further behind. 

Senator Stennis. How long has it been since you have had some 
new barracks built there ? 

General Davison. The last barracks was built there just prior to 
World War II, about the time when the co was increased. 

But the increase was not sufficient—the new barracks were not suf- 
ficient, to take care of either the increase or to correct the deficiencies 
which we had at that time. 

In other words, it aggravated the situation rather than kept us even. 

Senator Stennis. As I say, I was surprised that you did not have 
a little more commodious quarters. 

Now, are you concerned about the fact that the colleges and uni- 
versities over the country are getting better dormitories and appoint- 
ments and the Air Force, for instance, has a very swank setup and 
you feel that the Army might not be able to compete? 

I think that is a legitimate question. I would just like to have a 
frank answer about it. 

General Davipson. No, sir; we don’t aspire to anything like that. 
Our sole motive is to provide the proper facilities so that our cadets 
can learn. 

Senator Srennis. The essentials and the elementals, and you want 
to really stop there? 
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General Davinson. Yes, sir. 

As I pointed out, we have no student union building; we have no 
adequate library there. The question of recreation of the cadets dur- 
ing off time is a serious problem, particularly in these days. 

Denatot Stennis. What is the amount involved here? You refer 
to the million dollars. Was this item left out of the House bill en- 
tirely ? 


RESTORATION REQUESTED 


General Davinson. Yes, sir. Last year your committee approved 
the funds for $4,954,000. Then when the question went to the joint 
conference it was reduced by a million dollars. 

Now, with the million dollar cut, we could not cut the building 
apart. 

enaiee Stennis. You could not proceed on this basis? 

General Davipson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Now, it is in the budget this year? 

General Davinson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. But the House left it out entirely ? 

General Davinson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. You are asking for the full amount ? 

General Davipson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Anything else you wish to say now, General? 

General Davipson. No, sir. I just would like to point out the fact 
that the cost of this building is consistent with previous construction 
at the Military Academy and I know you appreciate the fact that our 
situation there is compounded both by the fact of man and nature. 

The cost of labor there is 20 percent above that of the average 
military post. Additionally, when George Washington picked the 
place he picked a formidable place. 

Every time we build we have to blast rock. These costs are con- 
sistent with previous experience at the Military Academy, I believe, 
and with construction practices in that particular vicinity. 

Senator Stennis. I remember we authorized some additional houses 
this year and we had to step up the construction cost to take care of 
your situation. 

General Davipson. There is another point I think is important, 
that is the fact of the length of time for which this will provide hous- 
ing for the cadets. I just pointed out the fact that our present 
central barracks building, built in 1840, is still in use. That is a 
century and a quarter of utilization so far. 

We presume these will last at least as long as that. It is a long- 
term proposition. 

Viewed in those terms and in view of the fact that the cost is con- 
sistent with local experience, I think our request is an economical one. 

Senator Stennis. That is a very good statement. 


COST OF BARRACKS 


Senator Cuavez. I have just one question. Iam very much in favor 
of adequate facilities for our future army. 
Now, here is what the House committee says with reference to the 


This committee is not convinced of the need for barracks space of the type 
requested in the estimates at a cost of approximately $8,200 per man * * * 
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What do you have to say as to that ? 

General Davipson. There are two points there. The committee does 
not contest the need. They state the need of this type of barracks. 

I think what they had in mind there was this: on the roof of these 
barracks are study rooms and recreation rooms, 5 recreation rooms 
and 10 study rooms, which do not appear in our other barracks at the 
Military Academy. 

The cost of adding these rooms to those barracks is about $200,000 
if it is done at thistime. If it is done at a subsequent time, it will cost 
about $280,300. 


STUDY ROOMS 


Now, we have found from our experience that we do not have ade- 
quate space for the cadets to study when they have studies of a special 
nature. Right now what the cadets do when they cannot study prop- 
erly in their rooms, they go down to the “sinks,” the toilets in the 
basement, where the lights are inadequate; it is ruining a great 
number of cadets’ eyes. 

You appreciate what study conditions are in a toilet. We have 
provided these rooms on the top of this building for this purpose. 

Additionally, there are five small rooms for recreation rooms. I 
have pointed out the fact that we have no recreation building at West 
Point. The cadets either enjoy themselves in their rooms or—period. 

These are similar to the day rooms you see in the ordinary enlisted 
men’s barracks. 

In regard to the $8,200, if you divide that amount by the probably 
usage of these barracks you will find it is going to cost, the initial cost 
of housing the cadets about $55 a year, which we feel is a very eco- 
nomical figure. 


ENROLLMENT INCREASE IN PAST YEARS 


Senator Cuavez. I have just one more question. I wonder if you 
can furnish to the committee, and I believe it will help in making the 
final determination, a table of increases by years, say the last 5 or 10 

ears ! 
' General Davinson. In strengths of the corps as compared to living 
cerry ? 
enator Cuavez. Yes. 

General Davinson. Yes, sir; delighted. 

Senator Cuavez. Thank you. 

(The information referred to follows :) 





MILITARY CONSTRUCTION APPROPRIATIONS, 1960 623 
History of authorized corps strength versus barracks capacity—190Q0-1959 


Authorized| Barracks | Year bar- 
Year corps capacity | racks com- Remarks 
strength pleted 


From 1900 to 1916 barrack capacity kept pace with 
authorized corps strength. 


In 1916 just prior to our entry into World War I the 
authorized strength first exceeded barracks capacity 
by a considerable margin. This deficiency has never 
a aaa up, although the gap was almost closed 
n i 


*See note. 


1 No change. 
2 Pro ‘ 
’ Current request MCA 1960 program. 


*NoTE.—(a) In 1943 funds were requested to bring the physical plant into alinement with the newly 
authorized corps strength. This program had 2 steps: 

1, Conversion of the Riding Hall to an Academic Building (Thayer Hall). 

2. Construction of a barracks to fulfill the remaining requirement. 

(6) Requests for funds to proceed with this program were reiterated annually; however, it was not until 
a funds were provided to accomplish the Ist step: the conversion of the Riding Hall to an Academic 

uilding. 


(c) Continued lack of funds made it necessary to accomplish the barracks augmentation in 2 steps: (a) 
conversion of West Academic Building to barracks (318 cadets) and (b) construction of a new barracks (526 
cadets). Funds were provided in 1958 for conversion of the West Academic Building. This building will 
be occupied as a barracks this month. Funds to complete the barracks program are now included in the 
fiscal year 1960 MCA program in the amount of $4,954,000. 


Briefly, the tabulation indicates that from 1900 to 1916 cadet housing at the 
Military Academy was adequate. However, the size of the corps was increased 
greatly just prior to World War I and cadet housing has never again caught up. 
It had almost done so by 1938, but in 1942, at the start of World War II, the 
corps was again increased considerably. The project presently proposed is the 
last step in a three-part program initiated in 1943 predicated upon the conversion 
of the Riding Hall to an academic building. The magnitude of that conversion 
delayed funding until 1956. The proposed project again brings the cadet living 
facilities in line with our authorized strength. It is essential and provides no 
frills. 

STATEMENT ON COST 


Senator Stennis. The House committee says that it thinks the Army 
should thoroughly restudy the cost and scope of this barracks condi- 
tion prior to the request for additional funds. 

You are doing that now in part here today, General, but there 
will be some more time. Unless this is going over another year it seems 
to me you ought to give us an additional direct statement about a re- 
study of the cost by conferring with some prospective bidders, con- 
tractors and whatever you ordinarily do to get a recent report on this 
matter. 

General Davipson. We can do that very readily. I would like to 
point out the fact that this project was started 3 years ago and we came 
in last year with the plans which your committee approved at that 
time. 

Now, over the period of the past year we have had a very competent 
firm of architects-engineers which has gone into these plans, reviewed 
them, and they now are existent in detail, including the specifications. 

Senator Cuavez. Have they had a history of work in this type of 
construction ? 


42550—59——-40 
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General Davipson. Over a period of 4 years; yes, sir. 

Senator Cuavez. They have done work for the Academy hereto- 
fore, or with the military heretofore. 

General Davinson. This particular concern of architect-engineers? 

Senator Cuavez. Yes. 

General Davipson. I am not certain how much they have done at 
the Military Academy. 

Senator Cuavez. How do you obtain their services? 


General Davipson. That is handled through the district engineers 
office in New York City. 


Senator Cuavez. Army Engineers? 

General Davipson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Cuavez. The Army Engineers are the construction agency ? 

General Davinson. Yes, sir. 

Senator, I have with me Col. Jack Thompson, who is our post 
engineer at West Point. He can give you the details on the contract. 


ARCHITECTURAL FIRM EVALUATED 


Colonel THompson. Sir, this architect-engineering firm of O’Connor 
& Killem is a recognized leader in the United States in building 
construction both for military and for civilian life. 

They first were employed to study this problem of cadet barracks 
on this particular site 4 years ago by the New York Army Engineer 
District. They made an exhaustive study at that time to convert the 
existing hospital to cadet barracks and, additionally, to build a second 
oe to provide the same number of spaces which we are now 
‘ Ors 

Subsequently it was decided to retain the hospital in a portion of 
the existing structure so that now we-are building this barracks by 
demolishing the north wing of the hospital and building two buildings 
housing these 526 cadets. 

Senator Cuavez. The same engineers, the same firm, are the ones 
working on this? 

Colonel THompson. That is correct. 


STUDY ON USE OF GROUNDS 


Now, in their current study they prepared a series of 12 individual 
layouts for the best utilization of this ground which is a sloping 
hillside of rock underlying the existing wing of the hospital. 

We have to not only use the ground on which the existing wing sits, 
but twice as much ground in the rear of it because of the larger facil- 
ity we are constructing. 

Now, in this series of 12 studies, scale models were prepared, and 
through a process of evolution a floor layout was selected which re- 
sulted in the saving of a quarter of a million dollars. 

—_— this out to point out the detail and thoroughness of their 
study. 

The current cost estimate is a final working estimate which is based 
upon final completed plans and specifications. 

The project is ready for advertising if money is made available. 
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METHOD OF CONTRACTING 


Senator Cuavez. Do you negotiate these contracts for engineering 
work, planning, designing ? 

Colonel THomprson. The Corps of Engineers executes this construc- 
tion, sir. They, in this particular case, as normally, hire an architect 
engineer to design the building and to prepare the plans and specifi- 
cations. The district engineer then advertises the project and makes 
the contract award. 

ROOM TENANCY 


Senator Stennis. Where will that leave you now with reference to 
the other men? This will take care of only 263 rooms. 

General Davinson. This will take care of 526 men. 

Those 526 men now are tripling up with other men. So that the 
total then of 1,578 cadets, who are living in two-man rooms—— 

Senator Stennis. This represents a change of policy, does it not, by 
your academy with reference to your taking care of your men? 

General Davinson. It is consistent with the policy started 125 years 


Senator Stennis. I mean the policy of modern times, for the last 20 
ears. I cannot understand why you have not been pressing for this 
i 0 really, since World War II. 

General Davinson. The end of this month we are moving some 
cadets into our West Academic Building when the Riding Hall was 
converted it permitted us to vacate the West Academic Building. 

Over the period of the last year we have converted that to barracks 
and we are going to move in there in 3 weeks’ time. 

That is the last building that is possible to convert. We now must 
build new construction, We have been seeking this building, but 
have never been able to attain it. 

Colonel Evans. They have been severely handicapped by the 
budget limitations each year. 

Senator Srennis. Thank you very much, General. I appreciate 
your coming here to testify on this item. 

May we pass to the next item ? 

Colonel Evans. Similarly to the Military Academy and most im- 
portant in nature is the Carlisle Barracks family quarters project. 

Senator Stennis. I thought we had already covered that in your 
statement? If you wish to go further that will be timely. 


Hovusine, CARLISLE BARRACKS 


Colonel McCarry. Mr. Chairman, I am Colonel McCarty, Chief 
of Family Housing Office in the Department of the Army. 

Of all the family housing deleted by the House Appropriations 
Committee, we feel most strongly about the 36 units at Carlisle Bar- 
racks, Sir, as you know, Carlisle Barracks is the home of the senior 
Army school, and these 36 quarters will replace 36 substandard, in- 
adequate quarters. 

There will be no increase in the number of housing units at Carlisle. 
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The House Appropriations Committee denied funds for this project 
making two comments: 

First, the House committee does not feel that the Army has made 
— effort to obtain these housing units under the Capehart 

ct. 

In answer to that I would say, sir, that these 36 units are for senior 
grade officers, colonels, and we have never been able to obtain a house 
approaching, we will say, 1,670 square feet, within the $16,500 Cape- 
hart limitation, It is just impossible to get that large a house with- 
in the Capehart law. 

We certainly would do it if we could, but it is actually impossible 
to doso. 

NEED FOR LARGER HOUSES 


Senator Cuavez. Outside of providing as you should, for the colonel 
and his family, what about the family as such for the larger houses? 
Are they colonels that are married and have families? 

Colonel McCarry. Yes, sir. All the students attending the Army 
War College normally have had 18 to 22 years of service, and most 
have three or four children. 

Senator Cuavez. So, of necessity, you need larger quarters ? 

Colonel McCarry. You need a fair sized house. 

Senator Cuavez. That is the justification for this request ? 

Colonel McCarry. That is correct, sir. 

Now, the House committee also made a point that perhaps we 
should modify the existing Wherry project to meet the peculiar re- 
quirements at this installation. 


WHERRY AND STANWIX UNITS 


Well, I might say, sir, with regard to the Wherry project, which 
incidentally is privately owned, the Army has not acquired it: it 
consists of 2 projects, first, the College Arms which is 100 units; and 
secondly, the Stanwix Apartments, 52 units. The Stanwix apart- 
are very small in size, ranging between 700 and 800 square 

eet. 

The cost of enlarging the Wherry units, if the Army were to ac- 
quire them, would be prohibitive. 

In other words, we would be exceeding the cost limitations im- 
posed by the House Armed Services Committee of $3,000 per unit. 
So we would have to get clearance. 

Secondly, in modifying these Stanwix Apartments it would be 
necessary to combine units. There, again, we would end up with 
a smaller number of units. 

So we do not feel that it is economical, or using good judgment 
to try to develop colonel’s quarters out of these Wherry units. 

Senator Stennis. You say you have, or have not, acquired the 
Wherry units? 

Colonel McCarty. We have not, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Are you planning to acquire them ? 

Colonel McCarry. Well, at the present moment, we have not pro- 
jected our plans beyond fiscal year 1960 because of the shortage of 
wae be revolving funds. So we have not the means of looking too 

ara ; 
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Senator Stennis. Well, you have them on the list, though, that 

ou may acquire them ? 

Colonel McCarry. Yes, sir; we do have it on our tentative list. 

Senator Srennis. I thought perhaps the House had something spe- 
cial in mind on it. 

Senator Cxavez. Colonel, I notice that the Wherry housing is 
from 700 to 800 feet square. Would they be adequate for the type 
of officers that could utilize them ? 

Colonel McCarty. No, sir; they would not. , 

We had planned to move NCO’s into those smaller Wherry units. 
In other words, we have to judge again, of course, on the number of 
people in the family. Occasionally, we do find some NCO’s with only 
one or two dependents. 

So it is a question of assigning the quarters on the basis of need, we 
will say, size of family and so forth. 


COST PER UNIT OF REQUESTED HOUSING 


Senator Stennis. All right. What is it going to cost now, per unit, 
for these houses ? 

Colonel McCarry. $19,300 per unit, exclusive of design. 

Senator Stennis. What will be the total cost, the design, utilities, 
everything? 

Colonel McCarty. The total cost is $1,104,000. 

Senator Stennis. Per unit what will be the total cost ? 

Colonel McCarry. $30,666 per unit including everything, sir. 

Senator Stennis. You answered $19,000, Colonel. Certainly that 
did not give the full picture when you say exclusive of design. That 
design was a big exclusion. 

Colonel McCarry. The big item, sir, is that our outside utilities, 
site development, roads, water, electrical distribution system, and two 
small bridges, amounts to a total of $11,366 average per unit, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Is all that included in your design ? 

Colonel McCarry. No, sir. 

Senator Stennis. You said $19,000 exclusive of design ? 

‘ Colonel McCarty. That is for the house proper, sir, to the 5-foot 
ine. 

Senator Cuavez. Including utilities? 

Colonel McCarty. No, sir. 

Senator Cuavez. Utilities are besides that ? 

Colonel McCarry. Yes, sir. 

Senator Cuavez. What is the average size of the lot occupied ? 

Colonel McCarry. I do not know precisely, sir, but it would be 
roughly a quarter of an acre. We normally site those at about four per 
acre, Sir. 

Senator Srennis. Is there anything else on this, gentlemen? 


SITE FOR HOUSING 


Colonel Evans. I think, sir, in all due fairness, we have to consider 
that in siting of these houses they have been placed on newly acquired 
land which is also contemplated for a hospital, chapel and eventually 
perhaps nursing quarters on long-range planning, that utilities have 
to be run into this area. 
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They had to be charged against some project. So the housing proj- 
ect has taken the brunt of all this charge, and when you are coming 
into the extra $11,000 it is a loaded cost factor. 

Senator Stennis. There will be some spread on that later? 

Colonel Evans. Yes, sir; there should be. 


HOSPITAL CONSTRUCTION, CARLISLE 


Senator Stennis. On your report here you have hospital item 2. 
Do you want to take that up her 9 

olonel Evans. I would like Colonel Cleland to come up and help 
discuss this, sir. 

Senator Srennis. All right. We could get into all these hospitals 
now at the same time. 

Colonel Evans. I a point out on our reclama which we have 
mapas: for the record, sir, we have discussed the House discussion 
on hospitals in general, but in all due honesty there is one other com- 
ment which is not recorded here which should be brought out. 


HOUSE REPORT 


On page 10 of the report they say— 


Realistic appraisals are not being made of the size and scope of individual 
hospitals. For example, last year, the Army came in with a requirement for 
a 50-bed hospital on a 100-bed chassis at Carlisle. The committee denied funds. 


This Senate committee, I believe, did give the funds. 


This year the project was resubmitted on a 35-bed hospital on a 50-bed chassis. 
Members of the committee questioned the need even for this size hospital, but 
it was strongly defended by the Army as a valid requirement. 

This reduction in requirement primarily has resulted from the clos- 
ing on the disciplinary barracks at New Cumberland; the disciplinary 
barracks have been closed by virtue of our continuing reduction in 
the criminal rate in the Army; which, in turn, has been improved by 
the legal ability to get rid of the undesirables. 

Latest information available to the committee disclosed that the requirement 
has been reduced to a 25-bed hospital which can be met by the use of existing 
facilities or a small infirmary. 

I know of no such action with the Army, sir. Other agencies may 
have had such plans. 

Senator Stennis. Did any other agency have such plans? 

Colonel CLeELanp. Yes, sir; the Bureau of the Budget. 

Senator Stennis. Just bring it all out in one statement. 


BUDGET BUREAU POSITION 


Colonel CLeLanp. The Bureau of the Budget has said that they feel 
a 25-bed infirmary should be there. However, we feel because of 
the character of the installation, and the officers going to school 
there, we need a hospital. 

We have always had one there and our requirement for the beds 
for the past year, calendar year 1958, are computed to be 33. 

We have asked for a 35- or a 50-bed chassis. 

Colonel Evans. We might recognize that with this matter which 
you have already taken upon the Armed Services Committee side with 
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the Department of Defense, they do have this forthcoming inter- 
servicewide study of the hospital requirement. 
However, hospitals have been continually dropping back for an- 
other year. 
Senator Stennis. We had this up in the Armed Services Com- 
mittee. 
COST OUT OF LINE WITH CIVILIAN HOSPITAL 


Colonel, without anyone saying any thing to me about it, it occurred 
to me, just glancing at some figures, that our military construction 
hospital cost was far out of line with our civilian cost. So I raised 
that point in the authorization bill this year and asked the Army and 
N = and the Air Force to come in with some lower figures if they 
could. 

Well, it was kicked around and we did not get anything from any of 
the services on it. So we just left what few hospitals there were in 
that bill, we just left all of them out when we reported to the Senate, 
with the statement that we were not denying them, but we wanted to 
know further, you see. 

Here was the disappointing thing, Mr. Secretary, if I may say it: 
None of the services came in with any more figures, any different 
figures, until we had the conference and the bill was delayed a long 
time on other matters. 

I did not feel like I was capable of putting in any new figures. But 
we finally got up some figures and put the hospitals back in with about 
a 15 percent reduction, as I recall. 

Now, we had to go outside the services to get those figures. I was 
disappointed in that, frankly. 

Now we are back in the same thing. But we learned this point: In 
the hearings we learned that you had abandoned this idea of a 50-bed 
hospital on a 100-bed chassis, that that was no longer in use, that the 
new policy was just a 50-bed hospital on a 50-bed chassis, but you had 
some old plans left over, and I want Senator Chavez to get this in his 
mind, too, and rather than go back and go to the additional expense 
you were going to use the old plans. 


USE OF OLD PLANS 


Now, I just never did see the point about that 100-bed hospital on 
a 200-bed chassis anyway, especially when we are reducing the size 
of our services all the time. Anyway, I assume that this is one of 
your old plans; is that right ? 

Colone] Evans. Under the old concept, this one and McClellan. In 
using this we are taking cognizance of the action in the Armed Serv- 
ices Committee and have come in with reduced requirements. 

Senator Stennis. The hospitals is one of the last things we ought 
to deny where it is needed, but I notice the House committee, I have 
not talked to them about this, brought out the same point about this 
unit cost. 

It seems very high, gentlemen. I raise those points now. 

Mr. Snort. I think your criticism is valid; it is constructive and it 
is well taken. 

I am a little surprised and disappointed, myself, that the services 
did not follow through on that. 
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Might I ask you if Dr. Berry of defense testified before your com- 
mittee? I remember hearing one morning here before I appeared, I 
listened to a representative of the Navy, I think some commander, who 
discussed at some length the reasons why military hospitals cost more 
than civilian hospitals. I forget the individual’s name, but it was a 
Navy representative. 


RESTUDY REQUESTED ON HOSPITAL COSTS 


I might say that we have been instructed by the Bureau of the 
Budget to make a restudy and resurvey about this. I think we ought 
to be open and frank here and tell you that they want us to consider 
building the new type, the box type of hospital rather than the wing 
type. 

Even if you had given us the money, I do not know whether they 
would let us spend it soon until we came up with a revised plan. 

I think we ought to bear that in mind and be honest enough to 
tell you what the status is. 

Senator Srennis. I raise those points now to give you a chance 
to bring out whatever facts you have. 


REASONS FOR HIGHER COSTS 


Colonel Cretanp. The Army hospitals are built upon what we call 
a 100-percent expansible chassis. That is a policy started since we 
started the program for replacing these obsolete cantonment-type 
facilities. 

On that basis you cannot compare, as we see it, a civilian hospital 


that te on a straight 150-bed chassis. You cannot compare the cost 
r bed. 
eit the cost per square foot should vary greatly that would be indica- 
tive of something that would require explanation, 
In our military hospitals we require numerous facilities that they 
don’t have in the civilian hospitals. I have a list of those. 
Senator Stennis. I think it would be timely. 


OUT-PATIENT SERVICE 


Colonel Cretanp. First, we have an out-patient service that we 
give. I would like to point out that our hospitals on the post are 
complete medical facilities. We give postmedical service. In many 
respects the situation corresponds to people coming to the hospital 
where in civilian life they would go to the doctor’s office. 

So we have to put in our hospitals doctors’ offices and examining 
rooms ‘n the out-patient facility. 

We have an occupational therapy clinic that normally you do not 
find in a civilian hospital. 

Our hospital messes and dining rooms are designed so that the 
detachment and the nurses who live adjacent to the hospital are fed 
in the main hospital building, where, in civilian hospitals they would 
not have such a large facility for the feeding of people. 

Senator Srennts. May I interrupt you right there? With the 
modern facilities that you have for cooking, you have cafeterias, you 
have modern equipment in your mess halls and all, it is still necessary 
to have all of this in each hospital? I do not know, I am asking for 
information. 
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Colonel CreLanp. Sir, on a post, the enlisted men’s barracks would 
normally contain its mess, whereas in our barracks we delete the mess 
and have the enlisted men eat in the hospital. 

We have one combined mess serving the detachment, the patients, 
and the staff of the hospital. 

Senator Stennis. Proceed. 


RECREATIONAL FACILITIES 


Colonel Cretanp. We have Red Cross and recreational facili- 
ties and PX facilities in the hospital. 

When a soldier goes into a hospital he is on a post away from his 
home. He does not have visitors many times. We have perhaps 
more recreational facilities in our hospitals. We have contagious 
disease wards in the hospital. If an individual in civilian life has 
mumps or measles he does not go to the hospital normally; but a 
soldier on active duty has to be hospitalized. 

We have neuropsychiatric facilities in our hospitals. So we would 
like to present the fact that we have a requirement for a military hos- 
pital per se, a military hospital, to give complete military service on 
a post which might be compared to a civilian community. 

‘Senator Srennis. For these smaller hospitals like 25-bed or 35- 
bed, you would not have all these separate facilities, would you? 

Colonel CieLanp. No, sir; they are reduced in size. ‘They are 
minimal in the small hospitals, but in a large hospital, for example, 
at Fort Benning and Fort Bragg, we do have areas which represent 
quite a portion, ‘but a necessary portion, we say, for the patients. For 


the record we have here a list of items required in military hospitals. 


Costs or U.S. Army HospiTats Versus THOSE OF CIVILIAN HOspPITALs 


1. Mission requirements and other pertinent factors increase the costs of 
U.S. Army hospitals over those of civilian institutions. These factors either 
appear in greatly reduced scope in civilian hospitals from that of military facili- 


ties or not at all. Many of these mission requirements and other factors are 
enumerated as follows : 


(a) Outpatient service. 

(0) Expansible chassis. 

(ec) Dental clinic. 

(ad) Occupational therapy clinic. 

(e) EENT clinic. 

(f) Physical therapy clinic. 

(9g) Obstetrical clinic. 

(h) Dermatology clinic. 

(i) Pediatric clinic. 

(j) Audiometry. 

(k) Pharmacy. 

(1) Laboratory. 

(m) Physical examination facilities. 

(vn) Hospital administration areas. 

(0) Medical detachment administration area. 
(p) Food service facilities. 

(q) Maintenance facilities. 

(r) Supply and storage, 120 days required. 
(s) Admission and disposition facilities. 
(t) Officers of the day facilities. . 
(uw) Red Cross and recreational facilities. 
(v) Closed neuropsychiatric facilities. 

(w) Utility services. 

(x) Site development. 

(y) Post exchange. 
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2. Several of the items listed above are discussed in more detail to emphasize 
‘the importance of the entire group of cost factors: 

(a) Outpatient service——A military hospital represents the total medical fa- 
-cility for its post, camp or station and surrounding area, other than troop dis- 
‘peusaries, which provide limited on-the-spot treatment. Civilian hospitals are 
supplemented by the private offices of doctors, which are definitive treatment 
facilities, as well as privately operated clinics in many facilities. Military hos- 
pitals do not enjoy the advantages of such added facilities which reduce hospital 
space needs. A physician on the staff of a military hospital must be provided 
‘his office and clinic facilities within such an establishment. The outpatient load, 
which continues to increase, is a primary factor in providing facilities required 
for military hospitals. A person in an outpatient status in civil life generally 
receives his medical care by going directly to the doctor’s office or private clinic, 
sand entering a hospital only when actual hospitalization is intended. In con- 
trast, the patient authorized medical care from military sources is treated within 
a military hospital in the outpatient clinic unless hospitalization is required. 
Outpatient clinics of the scope necessary in military hospitals are provided in 
civil life generally at hospitals offering free or minimum cost medical care in 
large cities and are the exception rather than the rule. 

(bo) Eapansible chassis—Military hospitals are designed to provide 100 per- 
‘cent expansion of normal bed capacity by addition of nursing units only. The 
chassis consisting of surgery, clinics, food service, supply, etc., are designed in- 
itially to support the 100 percent expansion of bed capacity. The criterion of 
a 100 percent expansion factor was established as the result of experience gained 
in utilization of the permanent type hospitals constructed at military posts dur- 
ing the early 1930's. These facilities were not designed with any consideration 
to future expansion nor mobilization requirements. When the size of the Mili- 
tary Establishment grew before and during World War II, the permanent hos- 
pitals were not capable of meeting the requirements for medical facilities nor 
Was successful expansion possible due to their design characteristics. Some of 
these old permanent hospitals continue in medical use crudely supplemented by 
woodshed type construction to fill needs, others have been converted completely 
to nonmedical utilization. The 100 percent expansion factor of the new perma- 
nent hospitals not only provides economical permanent expansion when required 
by the addition of wards only, but provides an excellent base from which to meet 
mobilization requirements. In the selection of a site for a new hospital, a prime 
consideration is the availability of area for construction of mobilization build- 
ings for nursing units that can be efficiently connected to the permanent hos- 
pital for provision of chassis type faciliites. 

(c) Admission and disposition facilities—The admission and disposition and 
emergency facilities for military hospitals require considerably more area than 
would be the case in a civilian hospital. In addition to the admission and dis- 
position, administrative offices and emergency treatment facilities, space is re- 
quired for examining rooms, patient (short-term) holding area, and space for 
ambulance drivers on call. Space is also provided for the storage of patients’ 
clothing and effects, hospital clothing, dressing and undressing areas with toilet 
and shower facilities. 

(d) Pharmacy.—Pharmacies in military hospitals serve outpatients and in- 
patients. In addition to dispensing compounded prescription drugs to out- 
patients, they dispense innumerable drug items which civilians normally pur- 
chase at a corner drugstore, such as aspirin, throat lozenges, cough medicine, vita- 
mins, etc. Stocking of these items, and personnel required to dispense these 
items, require larger facilities. Pharmacies manufacture, package, and label 
a number of drug items which they dispense to patients. Pharmacies also manu- 
facture various solutions for use in the hospital by other departments in the 
care and treatment of both inpatients and outpatients. The manufacturing 
facilities require space and personnel. For example, many drug items purchased 
by civilians at a chain drug company in this locality are manufactured, packaged. 
and labeled by that drug company in a central facility, but are distributed 
to, and stocked by, the 100-odd stores for sale to the public. At the individual 
stores, only prescription compounding is done, no manufacturing. Furthermore. 
no great supply of compounding drugs are maintained at the individual stores 
since frequent delivery from the central pharmacy is maintained. 

(e) Laboratory.—Work of laboratories in military hospitals generally cover 
a broader scope of activity than the average civilian hospital. For instance, 
public health and preventive medicine problems of an Army post frequently in- 
volve the hospital laboratory. Laboratory specimens of a civilian seeking medi- 
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al care from his family physician are generally examined by a privately operated 
laboratory and a report is given to the physician. Thus, the private laboratory, 
operating independently, actually supplements the civilian hospital laboratory 
in serving the civilian population. However, the military hospital laboratory 
runs tests and examinations on specimens of inpatients and outpatients (urinal- 
ysis, hematology, bacteriology, etc.), also does tissue examinations (pathology). 
The civilian hospital laboratory would not have the responsibility of deter- 
mining the cause and reason why an area of people were suddenly stricken with 
food poisoning, diarrhea, etc., but at a military post when such a situation occurs 
among the people living on the post, the military hospital laboratory will be in- 
volved in investigations to determine the cause as well as serve the people as 
patients who have already been stricken. Thus, the military hospital laboratory 
assumes responsibilities which in a civilian community are assumed by Public 
Health Service. Additionel scope of activity requires more physical facilities 
and personnel than are required for civilian hospital laboratories. 

(f) Site development.—The scope of site development, due to the usual loca- 
tion of military hospitals, is considerably greater than that of civilian institu- 
tions. The site for a new military hospital, when possible, is in an area of an 
installation which provides as many desirable siting features as possible. These 
features include area for emergency expansion, freedom from noise of troop 
activities and maneuvers, prevailing wind, high ground and ready access by 
personnel served. Generally, the military hospital site requires construction or 
provision of sidewalks, streets, access roads, planting, seeding, street lighting, 
parking areas, storm sewer system, and service entrances. It is recognized that 
some of these items may be provided at civilian hospitals; however, the local 
governments provide the larger share of these facilities which must be included 
in the construction costs of a military hospital. 


BEDS FOR PRISONER WARDS 


Colonel Evans. Typical of the small hospital was a requirement for 
15 beds for prisoner wards which we originally had at New Cumber- 
land. That is the type of thing you do not do in a civilian mee 

Senator Stennis. Senator Chavez, you are interested in this subject. 
Do you have any questions ? 

Senator Cuavez. No, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Suppose you put in all the proof about the hos- 

itals. 
° Colonel Evans. We have a lengthy reclama statement on this. 

Senator Srennis. Are there additional points that you think of? 

Colonel Evans. I think the points have been covered. 


HOUSE ACTION ON HOSPITALS 


Senator Stennis. Did the House deny all the hospital requests? 

Colonel Evans. All the hospital requests, except for Redstone. 
That was a conversion. 

They granted that with somewhat of a reduction, but for the three 
complete hospitals, Eustis, Carlisle, they denied all funds. 

Senator Stennis. Their general position was that they would await 
a restudy and a relook at the problem; is that right ? 

Colonel Evans. Yes, sir; they are not satisfied with the unit cost. 

Senator Stennis. You may put in the record now your additional 
justification for the other individual hospitals. I think this ought to 

thoroughly covered, gentlemen. I do not know what action we 

will take, but I think you ought to fully cover it. 

We do not want to deny anything essential. But there has been some 
dissatisfaction about the cost of the hospital program. 
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I would not try to compare the cost, you know, right down to the 
nth degree, but still there is a rough comparison being made after all 
in a general way. 

Is there anything further ? 

Colonel Evans. Not on the hospitals. 

(The justification referred to follows :) 


CaRLISLE BARRACKS, Pa. 


Item Budget House Restoration 
request action requested 


ropes = AD a> mene eee nninrcen ewtimmneneet $1, 104,000 | —$1, 104,000 | +$1, 104,000 
2 Hospital, 35 to 50 be 1, 568,000 | —1, 568,000 +1, 568, 000 


2, 672,000 | —2, 672,000 +2, 672, 000 


REASONS FOR RESTORATION REQUEST 


Item No. 1—86 family quarters (MCA) 


1. The critical need for adequate family quarters at Carlisle Barracks is for 
senior grade officers, and this project request proposes 36 colonel’s quarters. 
The Department of the Army has experienced the fact that it is not possible to 
develop a family housing project of this composition within the statutory 
monetary limitations of the Capehart program. Due to the lack of sufficient 
officer quarters, officers are required to live in quarters designed and constructed 
in 1949 for noncommissioned officer occupancy and having a net floor area of 
less than 800 square feet. This Wherry project has 52 apartments averaging 
between 700 and 800 square feet in area. The small size of these apartments 
does not lend itself to conversions into larger senior officers quarters without 
an excessive expenditure per unit, as well as creating a still greater deficit of 
urgently required family housing at Carlisle Barracks. 

2. The planned new quarters will replace a like number of substandard tem- 
porary family quarters onpost, now occupied by NCO’s and planned for disposal. 
These occupants would be reassigned to Wherry units now occupied by officers, 
and who would occupy the proposed new construction. 

8. Since this is the most significant educational experience in the entire career 
of the Army’s future leadership, every condition conductive to maximum achieve- 
ment should be provided. Students selected for attendance at the Army War 
College are senior field grade officers who have completed 18 to 20 years com- 
missioned service and, with minor exceptions, have families of growing chil- 
dren. The inadequacy of family quarters at Carlisle Barracks has created a 
serious morale problem among the student officer personnel. The curriculum 
requires that much study be conducted outside the classroom and during even- 
ing hours. The small quarters which the officers are provided create internal 
family pressures not conductive to individual home study and small group con- 
sultations essential to mutual confidence and high scholastic effort. Attendance 
at the Army War College is on a permanent change of station basis. 


Item No. 2—Hospital, 35 to 50 bed 


1. The requirement exists for a modern hospital at Carlisle Barracks to 
replace facilities which are antiquated and medically outmoded. The old per- 
manent hospital which provides only 11 beds was expanded by woodshed-type 
construction to meet the needs of World War II. The hospital, which is ex- 
pensive to maintain and operate, provides a low grade facility for the practice of 
high quality medical care. 

2. An analysis of 15 Army installations with strengths of less than 5,000 
indicates that the current hospitalization rate for Carlisle Barracks is abnor- 
mally low, the average of the 15 installations being 0.51 per 100 strength, whereas 
the Carlisle rate is only 0.23 per 100 strength. To apply this abnormally low 
rate in calculating programed bed requirements is not considered realistic nor 
practical in long-range planning. 

8. The reduction of the bed requirements previously requested for the hos- 
pital from 50 to 35 beds was due to the inactivation of the New Cumberland 
Disciplinary Barracks. A 15-bed nursing unit for the care and treatment of 
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prisoner patients had been required and was included in the ealculations for 
the 50 to 100 bed hospital requested for Carlisle Barracks in the fiscal year 1959 
military construction, Army (MCA) program. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


Item No. 1—86 family quarters (MCA) 


The committee does not feel that the Army has made sufficient effort to obtain 
these housing units under the Capehart housing program or to modify the exist- 
ing Wherry housing project to meet the peculiar requirements of this installation. 


Item No. 2—Hospital, 35 to 50 bed 


The committee reported that while numerous factors make it difficult to 
compare the costs of civilian and military medical facilities, the construction 
standards applied under the Hill-Burton Act provide a usable basis for measur- 
ing the military requirements presented to this committee. It was further noted 
that the military hospitals requested in the fiscal year 1960 budget show a cost 
per bed ranging from $22,530 to $44,933 and a cost per square foot ranging from 
$31.16 to $42.29. These costs are based on completely equipped military hospital 
facilities, exclusive of conversions. They do not cover dental clinics nor do they 
include movable equipment costs which are reflected in the Hill-Burton data. 
Additionally, the committee feels that realistic appraisals must be made of the 
size and scope of the individual hospitals and the maximum utilization made of 
all existing hospital facilities. Such appraisals are not being made at the pres- 
ent time. 


Fort McC.ieuuan, Ata. 


Item Budget House Restoration 
request action requested 
Station hospital, 125 to 200 beds.............-.--..-.-----..-.- $3, 500, 000 | —$3, 500,000 | +$3, 500,000 





REASONS FOR RESTORATION REQUEST 


1. The hospital providing a medical treatment facility at Fort McClellan 
is a collection of woodshed-type buildings constructed to meet requirements 
of World War II. These dilapidated temporary structures represent two ex- 
tremes; they are extremely costly to maintain at an acceptable standard to 
permit the practice of first-quality medical care, and are extremely inefficient 
to operate because of their multibuilding sprawling nature. Operational dif- 
ficulties can be most appreciated upon consideration of the fact that this shed- 
type hospital can provide space for a maximum of 1,270 patients; however, 
only 125 beds are being utilized to meet the peacetime needs for hospitalization. 
The majority of the buildings on the post are now of new permanent con- 
struction and the hospital will be among the last of temporary-type facilities 
to be replaced with a permanent-type construction. 

2. The cost of the hospital is higher than that of civilian facilities due 
somewhat to its expansion factor of 75 beds. Still further it should be rec- 
ognized that a military hospital provides the total medical facility for the 
population served, other than troop dispensaries, which furnish limited on-the- 
spot treatment; whereas civilian hospitals are supplemented by private offices 
of doctors, private clinics, drugstores, laboratories and other similar facilities. 

3. The Fort McClellan hospital is being designed for reduction to 100 beds, 
before construction, by elimination of one nursing unit, should experience factors 
indicate a reduced requirement for beds. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


“Hospital facilities —While numerous factors make it difficult to compare the 
cost of civilian and military medical facilities, the construction standards ap- 
plied under the Hill-Burton Act provide a usable basis for measuring the 
military requirements presented to this committee. * * * The military hospit- 
als requested in the fiscal year 1960 budget show a cost per bed ranging from 
$22,530 to $44,933 and a cost per square foot ranging from $31.16 to $42.29. 
* * * These costs are based on completely equipped military hospital facilities, 
exclusive of conversions. They do not cover dental clinics nor do they include 
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movable equipment costs which are reflected in the Hill-Burton data. * * * 
Realistic appraisals must be made of the size and scope of the individual hos- 
pitals and the maximum utilization made of all existing hospital facilities. 
Such appraisals are not being made at the present time. * * *” 


Fort Knox, Ky. 


Budget House Restoration 
request action requested 


$347,000 | —$347,000}  +$347, 000 


REASONS FOR RESTORATION REQUEST 
Post office 

1. Proposed facility is required to handle postal activities generated by a 
population of 45,000. Present annual workload includes 20 million pieces of 
mail and $5.5 million in money orders. Average annual receipts exceed 
$240,000. Present facility is housed in a World War II temporary building 
which seriously lacks adequate heating, sanitary facilities, security, including 
vaults for safeguarding receipts and postal papers, and adequate floor space. 
In addition, the building constitutes a serious fire hazard, and, if project is 
approved, will be demolished. 

2. Inspectors of the Post Office Department have expressed strong objections to 
continued use of this building. 

8. Provision of the proposed facility will result in expediting mail service 50 
percent, particularly with mail passing through the locator section which is 
presently in a separate building. The commanding general, the U.S. Armor 
Center, Fort Knox, has confirmed that there is no other suitable building 
which can be made available to the postmaster, Fort Knox. 

4. Facility is located at the home of the U.S. Armor School. Among the 
numerous activities of this station is a U.S. Army Reception Station. The 
students attending technical courses at the school and young men being 
processed through the Reception Station are often forming their initial im- 
pressions of the Army as a career service. These impressions formed during 
their frequent contacts with the post office may be a factor in their decision 
to choose a military career or to return to civilian life as soon as their military 
obligation is discharged. 

HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 
Post office 

The committee believes that there are facilities existing at Fort Knox, Ky., 
sufficient to meet the requirement for post office facilities and the request of 
$347,000 for such construction is denied. 


TRAINING COMMAND HEADQUARTERS, Fort Hustis 


Senator Stennis. Gentlemen, what do you have next ? 

Colonel Evans. While I have Fort Eustis here I might as well talk 
about training command headquarters. 

Senator Srennis. All right. 

Colonel Evans. We have with us Colonel Troth of Transportation 
Corps. This is a request for restoration of training command head- 
quarters building in the amount of $799,000. 

The House report fails to see the need for the high cost of the training 
command headquarters building requested at Fort Eustis, Va., and directs that 
the Army restudy the scope and design of this facility so as to reduce the 
present estimated cost. 

Meanwhile, the existing facilities are sufficient to meet the operational re- 
quirement. 

One of the major considerations in the costs at Fort Eustis are the 
requirements for pile foundations in that area which is common to 
Eustis and Monroe, the whole area in that neck of Virginia. 
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The pile foundations alone for this building are estimated at $42,000. 
Estimated cost. of the facility, exclusive of the pile foundations, is 
$18.25 per square foot based on final complete designs of the architect 
engineers. 

The failure to provide this facility will, of course, compel the Trans- 
portation Corps to continue using these temporary facilities con- 
structed during World War IT consisting of some 14 odd separated 
buildings. 

If we continue to use those buildings it will very shortly result in 
complete rehabilitation costing approximately $425,000. 

I will ask Colonel Troth to add anything he wishes. 

Senator Stennis. We will be glad to hear from you. 

Colonel Trorn. Sir, having served at Fort Eustis I am familiar 
with the conditions of those buildings. They are a constant mainte- 
nance problem for us. 

A good example I can give you, sir, is the general’s headquarters 
there. Not only did the roof have to be raised, the floor had to be 
supported, and a part of the library there at that building had to be 
replaced. Those conditions—— 

Senator Stennis. What kind of a building is it ? 

Colonel Trorn. It is a World War II, cantonment type, temporary 
structure, which, of course, has meant constant maintenance during 
the years. 

MAINTENANCE OF PRESENT FACILITY 


Senator Stennis. Do you have any figures on what it cost you to 
maintain it ? 

Colonel Troru. It is running approximately twice the cost of new 
construction, sir. We feel that this could be amortized over a period 
of approximately 11 years. 

Senator Stennis. Do you have any figures as to what it has cost? 
I donot expect you to have them with you. 

Colonel Troru. Wecan furnish those. 

Senator Stennis. If they are available I think it will strengthen 
your case. 

Senator Cuavez. You say $42,000 for the new ones. 

Colonel Trorn. The $42,000 is the pile foundations, I believe we 
referred to. 

Senator Cuavez. Can you give us some dollars and cents figures 
as to what it costs you to keep up the present installation ? 

Colonel Troru. Yes, sir; I cannot offhand. I do know it will 
amortize itself in approximately 11 years. 

Senator Stennis. If you can give us figures on that we will place 
them in the record at this place. I think it will be helpful to your 
case. I have no idea what you have to spend to take care of the roof 
and floor. If we are asked that in conference we ought to have the 

res. 

Colonel Evans. It was presented in the original data. 

Senator Stennis. You put that in. Is there anything else you want 
to say about it? 

Colonel Evans. Not at Fort Eustis. 





638 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION APPROPRIATIONS, 1960 


FUNCTION OF FACILITY 


Senator Stennis. This is your training command headquarters 
building. Does that mean headquarters for all your Army training 
command. 

Colonel Evans. All the Arm arr eI training headquar- 
ters. You will recall, perhaps, General Lincoln made a very detailed 
discussion of the activities carried on there and the responsibilities. 

Senator Szenn1s. Yes, but I did not know just how far this build- 
ing went, the command headquarters. 

lonel Trorn. Sir, it is a combination headquarters building for 
the training command and for the post installations. They have a 
joint staff there which reduces the staff personnel requirement to the 
minimum and a consolidation of the two operations under one 
building. 

Senator Stennis. It is a $42,000 cost for the foundation of a $799,- 
000 building. That isa little high, would you not say ? 

Colonel 'Trorn. That is normal sir, for that part of the country 
down there. We have a soil structure down there that requires piling 
for any multiple story building. 

Senator Stennis. All right, you are going to supply the cost of the 
repairs to the other one. This is an old style, World War II tempo- 
rary cantonment type building. 


COMPARATIVE MAINTENANCE 


Colonel Troru. Fourteen buildings. We are spread around the post 
in 14 buildings attempting to operate as a unit staff out of the various 
locations. 

(In reply to Senator Stennis’ request for comparative maintenance 
costs, the following information was furnished :) 


Annual maintenance costs 


Per square foot 
Present wooden buildings 13 


Permanent type structure. 


Construction of a new permanent headquarters building will eliminate the 
need for 17 messengers and maintenance personnel and this together with lower 
maintenance costs will effect a saving of $72,600 annually. The proposed train- 
ing command headquarters building will be amortized in 11 years. 


(The justification follows :) 


Fort Eustis, Va. 


Budget House Restoration 
request reduction requested 


. Hospital, 150 to 300 bed $4, 285,500 | $4,285,500 | $4, 285, 500 


1 
2. Training command headquarters building 99, 000 799, 000 799, 000 


REASONS FOR RESTORATION REQUEST 


Item No. 1—Hospital 150/300 bed 


1. The Fort Eustis Hospital is typical of wooden frame type buildings con- 
structed at many installations to meet the medical requirements of World War II. 
These hospitals are worn out and antiquated in terms of medical progress and 
the provision of modern medical care. Compounding these difficulties is the 
multibuilding character of the physical plant which at Fort Eustis forces the 
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utilization of a facility designed to provide for a maximum of 628 patients with 
a current requirement for one-quarter of that number. 

2. In programing bed requirements for active duty Army personnel, the cal- 
endar year 1958 hospitalization rate of 0.56 per 100 strength at Fort Eustis was 
used because it represents the most recent experience which can be considered 
typical for the purpose of computing long-range bed requirements. Applying this 
rate, calculation indicates the need for 145 beds at this installation. 

3. The cost of military hospitals should be expected to be considerably higher 
than those of civilian hospitals. The military hospital provides a total medical 
facility for the population it serves other than troop dispensaries, which furnish 
routine on-the-spot treatment. On the other hand, the civilian hospital repre- 
sents only a portion of the total medical facilities available to the population 
served. In civil life, hospitals are suplemented by private offices of doctors, 


private and public clinics, drugstores, laboratories, and other similar medical 
facilities. 


Item No. 2—Training command headquarters building 


1. This facility is not considered overdesigned and the cost is not excessive 
for an air-conditioned headquarters building when consideration is given to the 
need for pile foundations which is a normal requirement for construction at 
Fort Eustis, Va. The estimated cost of the pile foundation is $42,000. The 
estimated cost of this facility exclusive of the pile foundation is $18.25 per 
square foot. These estimates are based on complete final design by the archi- 
tect-engineer. 

2. The deletion of this item from the program will require the command to 
continue to use temporary facilities constructed during World War II. The 
use of these buildings does not provide for an effective and economical operation 
or good management procedures. For continued use the buildings will require 
complete rehabilitation which will cose approximately $425,000. 






























































































HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 
Item No. 1—Hospital 150/300 bed 


“HOSPITAL FACILITIES 


“While numerous factors make it difficult to compare the cost of civilian and 
military medical facilities, the construction standards applied under the Hill- 
Burton Act provide a usable basis for measuring the military requirements pre- 
sented to this committee. * * * The military hospitals requested in the fiscal 
year 1960 budget show a cost per bed ranging from $22,530 to $44,933 and a 
cost per square foot ranging from $31.16 to $42.29. * * * These costs are based 
on completely equipped military hospital facilities, exclusive of conversions. 
They do not cover dental clinics, nor do they include movable equipment costs 
which are reflected in the Hill-Burton data. * * * realistic appraisals must be 
made of the size and scope of the individual hospitals and the maximum utiliza- 


tion made of all existing hospital facilities. Such appraisals are not being made 
at the present time * * *,” 


Item No. 2—Training command headquarters building 


“Transportation Corps.—The committee fails.to see the need for the high cost 
of the training command headquarters building requested at Fort Eustis, Va., 
and directs that the Army restudy the scope and design of this facility so as to 
reduce the present estimated cost. Meanwhile existing facilities are sufficient 
to meet the operational requirement.” 








































































CoLUMBUS GENERAL DEPOT 
Senator Stennis. Thank you very much. What is your next item, 
gentlemen. 


Colonel Evans. Sir, I might cover Columbus General Depot, which 


is a quartermaster requirement or quartermaster request. Columbus 
General Depot, Ohio. 


Central heating plant-and heat distribution system, total amount 
$2,783,000. 


42550—59——_41 
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The House committee reports that existing facilities at this location 
are sufficient to meet the needs. 

This central heating plant and the attendant heat distribution sys- 
tem is urgently nee od and we think amply justified on straight 
economy basis alone. 

If we continue to defer this replacement of the present scattered 
heating. system for the next year, there will be possibility of major 
breakdown, there is continuous inefficiency of operation and there is 
continued maintenance and repair cost of $144,000 for the existing 
system; plus continuing the utilization of 70 additional employees 
now required in the heating operation at an additional cost of 
$210,000. 

Senator Srennis. Seventy? Are you going to eliminate 70 em- 
ployees? 

Colonel Evans. Yes, sir. We have scattered coal-fired installations 
throughout the post. 

This adds up to a total maintenance and operation cost for 1 year 
of operation, the excess cost over the central plant, of $314,185. 

Boilers now in operation are obsolete and of such age that a possi- 
ble breakdown and failure could be imminent during the next heating 
system season. 

Eighteen boiler tubes in one of the old boilers completely failed 
during May of 1959. 

Since this was the end of the heating season no major damage oc- 
curred. 

If a similar incident occurred during a future heating season this 
could make the depot inoperable during the cold months. 

We have no basis at all except strict economy. We think it would 
defray the cost in 3 to 5 years. 

Senator Stennis. That is a very strong statement you make here. 
The House had the idea that existing facilities at this location are 
sufficient to meet the needs. You did not have this proof before them, 
did you, that you put in this morning? 

Colonel Evans. Sir, I don’t know how much we gave them. We 
had the proof. 

7 Senator Stennis. I mean you did not testify to cover these figures 
ere? 

Colonel Evans. We probably did. 

Mr. Snort. It was covered in quite some detail before the House 
committee, I think by Genera] Seeman. 

Colonel Evans. I believe it is in the record, sir. 


STUDY ON PERIOD OF COST LIQUIDATION 


Senator Stennis. On your responsibility now you have run a test 
and you have run an estimate, at least, and you think that this will 
save so much money that it will liquidate itself in how many years? 

Colonel Evans. I said three, but I think it is five, sir. 

Senator Srennis. Colonel, with all deference to you, we expect. you 
to be as certain as you can. Do not say three unless you mean three. 

Colonel Evans. Less than 10 years is the statement put in the record 
originally. 

Senator Stennis. Now, you change it again. 

Colonel Evans. I am just trying to correct my mathematics, sir. 
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Senator Srennis. When you said 3 years I made up my mind right 
then I was going to vote to put it back in. Then you said 5 and now 
less than 10. 

Senator Cuavez. On the two items you think you can save $314,185 
a year and your total request is $2,783,000. So you should be able to 
prove it more or less. 

Colonel Evans. I apologize for relying on my memory, sir, instead 
of making the computations first. 

Senator Stennis. All right. You stand on the less than 10 years? 

Colonel Evans. Yes, sir. 

I might say there was an engineering study made by a very com- 
petent firm of engineers on this problem, I believe, since 1954. 

Senator Stennis. Did they use that term less than 10 years? 

Colonel Evans. Yes, sir, according to our 1675’s. 

Senator Srennis. I wish you would check on that and say if you 
can, nail it down, rather than say less than 10 years. I think you 
ought to be able to say, for illustration, from 5 to 6 years or 5 to 7 
years, or whatever the figure is. 

Less than 10 does not mean anything to me except 10 years, on a 
matter like this because naturally I would assume if you could not 
be more definite than that I could not be any more definite than you 
could so I would just say 10 years. 

Colonel Evans. I have nothing further on Columbus, Mr. Chair- 
man, other than that. Next, we might at one fell swoop hit enlisted 
barracks. 

The present system must be repaired at estimated $161,000 if opera- 
tions are to continue over any significant time period. Prompt reha- 
bilitation as requested herein will cost an estimated $2,783,000. The 
$161,000 repair can be saved if the complete rehabilitation be under- 
taken promptly. This would be a net capital charge of $2,622,000 

to be amortized under operations and maintenance savings. The 
rehabilitated system is estimated to save $275,000 per year, over a 
system merely repaired. This will require between 9 and 10 years 
to amortize the above net capital costs. 

(The justification follows :) 


Cotumsus GENERAL Depot, OHIO 











Item Budget House Restoration 
request action requested 
I II oe eee a sh ca dacencecsn steams $1, 973,000 | —$1, 973,000 | +$1, 973,000 
ie er NI I ie erercisthn messin preeticsss cncininosicllianeseseh 810, 000 —810, 000 +810, 000 
aA Salhi as ddtiecikaapnhanenedenhoasesnemaeetion 2, 783,000 | —2, 783,000 +2, 783, 000 


REASONS FOR RESTORATION REQUEST 
Item No. 1—Central heating plant 


Deferment of the proposed construction of the new central heating plant at the 
Columbus General Depot for fiscal year 1960 would result in possible major 
breakdowns, inefficiency of operation, and additional maintenance and repair 
costs of $104,185 for the existing system and the continued utilization of 70 
additional employees in heating operations at an additional cost of $210,000 or 
a total additional maintenance and operation cost of $314,185 for the 1 year of 
operation. Boilers now in operation are obsolete and of such age that possible 
breakdown and failures could be imminent during the next heating season 
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which in turn would render this installation inoperable. Nineteen boiler tubes 
in one of the old boilers completely failed during May of 1959. Since this was 
the end of the heating season, no major damage occurred. If similar incidents 
occur during future heating seasons, this would make the depot inoperable 
during cold months. 

Item No. 2—Heat distribution system 


The heat distribution system is essential to support the central heating plant 
by distributing heat to the various buildings on the post. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


The committee has approved $178,000 for Quartermaster Corps facilities, a 
reduction of $3,330,000 in the budget estimates of $3,508,000. The request for 
$2,783,000 for heating facilities at Columbus General Depot, Ohio, is denied. 
Existing facilities at this location are sufficient to meet the needs. 


ENLISTED MEN’S BARRACKS 


Colonel Evans. We have a residue on enlisted barracks here. 

Senator Srennis. You propose to take them all up at one time? 

Colonel Evans. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. I think that is a good idea. 

Colonel Evans. Again these are strictly requirements to accommo- 
date our personnel in permanent adequate facilities. 

Senator Stennis. Where are the places? 

Colonel Evans. Fort Lee, Fort Benning, Fort Huachuca, Fitzimons 
Army hospital and Fort Benjamin Harrison. 

Senator Stennis. What was the reason given by the House? In 
your review give the reason at each place. 


Fort Leg, Va. 


Colonel Evans. At Fort Lee, Va., these were enlisted women’s 
barracks. Statement by the House: 


Existing facilities at this location are sufficient to meet the needs. 


The enlisted women presently stationed at Fort Lee are living in 
six mobilization type World War II hospital wards which have been 
converted to barracks but are very much submarginal or substandard 
and inadequate in their facilities. 

We feel the enlisted women are entitled to the same consideration 
with respect to quarters that has been given to the regular enlisted 
men. 

Now, you have these people right alongside the permanent barracks 
which have been built at Fort Lee for enlisted men. There is the re- 
quirement for the accommodation. 

We have nothing to say except that this is a part of our replace- 
ment, trying to get them out of tempos and into more habitable 
quarters. 

Senator Stennis. Whom do you have here who has more personal 
knowledge ? 
ane Evans. Mr. Macdonald is here from the Quartermaster 

orps. 

apie Srennis. Mr. Macdonald? 

Mr. Macponarp. The main thing is morale, Mr. Chairman. The 
enlisted women, as the colonel said, deserve the same treatment that 
the men get. 
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BARRACKS FOR WOMEN 


I have pictures of the barracks that the women are living in and 
they really are disreputable. 

Senator Stennis. Let us put the pictures in the record. What are 
the duties? I should be more familiar with the duties of these en- 
listed women in the Wac. 

You have a nurses corps. Do these ladies serve part of the time 
as secretaries to officers? 

Mr. Macponaup. Yes, sir; these are Wacs that serve various ad- 
ministrative duties around the post, possibly Wacs in the hospital, 
too. They, most of them, serve their entire career at Fort Lee. 

We feel that they deserve, to repeat, they deserve good placement. 
Senator Cuavez. They do drilling like the average soldier, do they 
not $ 

Mr. Macponatp. Yes, sir; they do. 

Senator Cuavez. If necessary, they are detailed to any duty that 
the officer of command assigns to them ? 

Mr. Macponatp. That is correct. 

Senator Cuavez. Generally they are nothing but clerks? 

Mr. Macponatp. Some of them are, yes. 

Senator Cuavez. How many do you have at Fort Lee that are not 
secretaries to some colonel ? 

Mr. Macponaxp. There are 56 at Fort Lee. I cannot tell you how 
many are not secretaries. We can supply that for the record. 

(The following was later submitted :) 

Statement presented for the record is that all these WAC personnel are serv- 
ing in clerical positions. 

HOUSING FOR WOMEN 


Senator Cuavez. Now, are you only taking care of the ones at Fort 
Lee or does the same thing exist elsewhere? ~~ 

Mr. Macponatp. As far as I am concerned, I am only supporting 
Fort Lee. 

Senator Srennis. The Women’s Army Corps is very definitely a 
permanent part of your organization, that is no longer a debatable 
matter ; is that correct ? 

Mr. Macpona.p. Yes, sir. 

General Travus. These women are in uniform, they perform all 
types of administrative duties. Some of them are highly skilled. 

Among the WAC officers will be found those who are serving in 
the Pentagon, in important logistics positions, for example. 

Mr. Snort. Even the Secretary’s office, itself. 

Senator Stennis. I am glad you brought the pictures along because 
— very, very illuminating. May we keep the pictures in our 

es ¢ 

Mr. Macponatp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Suorr. I think the Congress, Mr. Chairman, since World War 
II look upon them not any longer as auxiliaries but an integral part 
of the Army. ; 

Senator Srennts. I just raised that point. I thought I knew your 
answer, but I wanted to make the point and let you give us your 
judgment. 
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Now, you were speaking of Fort Lee. Do you have other special 
showings here with reference to these barracks ? 


FiTzsIMONS MEDICAL FACILITIES 


Colonel Evans. Yes, sir; we have two that pertain to medical facili- 
ties. I will ask Colonel Cleland to come back and talk on those. 

Those are Fitzsimons. 

Senator Stennis. All right, Colonel, if you will. 

Senator Cuavez. I wonder if we can get a brief statement on the 
hospitals for the females at Fort Lee. 

Colonel Evans. The hospital is under construction now and it is 
expected to be ready in early 1961. 

Colonel Crenanp. Sir, the enlisted men’s barracks at Fitzsimons are 
typical of those at other posts. They are two story cantonment type, 
frame construction of which I have pictures here. 

It is desired to replace those with permanent construction so that 
they are modern quarters. 

It is typical of any other army post. 


- HOUSE REPORT 


Colonel Evans. The House committee states that it fails to see— 


the need for the enlisted men’s barracks and the supporting administration and 
supply building and accordingly has deleted these items from the bill. 

These barracks, as Colonel Cleland pointed out, are somewhat dis- 
tant from the existing hospital. They are predominantly World War 
II modified emergency housing. 

Twenty-nine of them are wood frame. With the new barracks, 27 
of those will be demolished. 

Senator Stennis. Gentlemen, it does not tell the whole story just 
to say they are World War II vintage. There is an installation in 
Mississippi, an Air Force installation, over in Greenville, for training, 
World War II. It is just as clean as a pin. They have one of the 
highest efficiency ratings in the United States, one of the lowest unit 
costs of operation in the United States, and those barracks are re- 
painted and kept up and flowers are growing along the way, and the 
morale of these youngsters is very high. 

I am not making a comparison of the Air Force and Army. I am 
just using that as an illustration of something I know about. It seems 
to me you ought to make more proof here than just to say World 
War Tl construction. Those pictures here that you have down at 
Fort Lee reveal there are holes in the wall, holes in the floor almost, 
and a very inferior quarters indeed. So you must have some special 
showing about these particular places, too. Do you have any pictures 
of them? 

Colonel CLeLanp. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. I know you have a rather austere budget. I 
imagine a number of your requests were turned down, but these were 
the strongest ones that were approved by your own Department, the 
Department of Defense. 
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MAINTENANCE COST 


Colonel Evans. I might say that the annual maintenance cost is 
rather large, about 11 cents per square foot. I don’t have the actual 
overall total. 

Senator Cuavez. Fitzsimons is considered one of the real hospitals 
of the Army? Why this coordination that you speak of? 

Colonel Evans. It is just a matter of getting the dollars to match 
your needs year in and year out, picking your priorities. 

We have had the hospital chassis, itself. The operating hospital, 
but other things have had to suffer and will keep on having to suffer. 


OCCUPANTS OF PROPOSED HOUSING 


Senator Srennis. Do these men work in the hospitals, these 
enlisted men ? 

Colonel Evans. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Are they what you call your medics? 

Colonel Cietanp. They are the medical detachment; yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. They are the boys—— 

Colonel Cretanp. They work in the hospital. They can be in the 
operating rooms; they can be ambulance drivers. They can do any 
of the duties around the hospital where professionally qualified people 
are not required. 

Senator Stennis. In other words, it is rather exacting in its require- 
ments. 

Colonel CieLanp. Yes, sir; they are well trained. Some of them 
being laboratory technicians, X-ray technicians. They are valuable 
men in the Army medical service. 

Senator Srennis. That is the point I wanted to bring out. The 
men who show special qualifications otherwise most of them would 
not be there. 

Colonel Crenanp. Yes, sir. This is their home for the time they 
are in the Army. 

The interiors I think illustrate the reason for their replacement. 

Senator Stennis. Are these marked now so that we will know where 
they apply? They arenot marked. It says typical barracks, interior, 
second floor. It does not say where it is. Will you mark them up? 

Colonel CLELAND. Yes, sir. 

— Srennis. Identify them now and we will put those in our 
es. 

Colonel Evans. I am not going to take the time to speak on this to 
any extent, but the administration building is a component part of 
the barracks housing of the men. It is an integral working part of 
the housing of the men. 

You have a barracks building and we have the administration build- 
ing which goes right with it. It is all part of the normal barracks 
complex. 

Senator Stennis. If you get one you must have the other, is that 
your point ? 

Colonel Evans. If we get one we very much should have the other. 
There is no such word as must for us. 

(The justification follows :) 
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Firzstmons Army Hospirat, DENVER, CoLo. 


Budget House Restoration 
request action requested 


$678, 000 —$678, 000 +-$678, 000 
182, 000 —132, 000 +132, 000 


810, 000 —810, 000 +810, 000 


REASONS FOR RESTORATION REQUEST 


Item No. 1—Enlisted men’s barracks 


Fitzsimons Army Hospital is a modern multistory reinforced concrete build- 
ing, with many supporting facilities, such as family quarters, of permanent type 
construction. The enlisted staff of the hospital is housed in 32 modified emer- 
gency buildings, 29 of which are of wood frame, constructed to meet the needs 
of World War II. The addition of permanent barracks will raise the stand- 
ard of housing for the enlisted men to that of the other structures on the post. 
After construction of the new barracks, 27 of the existing buildings now used 
will be removed. Continued failure to provide modern quarters for these 
enlisted men will adversely affect their morale. 

Item No. 2—Administration and supply building 


This building is required to support the barracks and is a portion of the inte- 
grated housing plan for the enlisted men. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


“Medical Corps.—The committee has approved the construction of a recovery 
ward and new incinerator for the Fitzsimons Army Hospital, Denver, Colo. 
However, it fails to see the need for the enlisted men’s barracks and the sup- 


porting administration and supply building and accordingly has deleted these 
items from the bill.” 


BARRACKS, Fort BENNING 


Senator Stennis. All right, the next item. 

Colonel Evans. The next item is an enlisted men’s barracks, again 
for the medical detachment at Fort Benning, Ga. We are asking 
for a restoration in the amount of $586,000. 

The House committee merely states that existing facilities appear 
to be adequate. 

Again we have a new hospital which has been built and beginning 
to be used. 


QUARTERS FOR MEDICAL DETACHMENT 


We are having to transport this medical detachment at an annual 
cost of $58,000 some 3 miles from the present quarters to the new 
hospital. There are needs on the post for present quarters which 
will be used for the post proper. 

I will ask Colonel Cleland to amplify. 

Colonel CieLanp. There, again, sir, these men work around the 
clock in the hospital. The hospital mess has been designed and con- 
structed to feed them. 

In the interest of their efficient utilization and savings—— 

Senator Stennis. This says enlisted men’s barracks. You are talk- 
ing about messhalls? 

Colonel Cievanp. The barracks; yes, sir. I say normally on a post 
they construct the enlisted men’s barracks which contains their mess. 

Medical department barracks are constructed without mess and are 
built adjacent to the hospital. In the case of Fort Benning that 
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hospital has been constructed with dining and messing facilities to 
take care of the enlisted men. 

Senator Stennis. What does that have to do with the enlisted men’s 
barracks? The committee here says they think the existing facili- 
ties appear to be adequate. 

Colonel Crexanp. Sir, that term “adequate,” they are in part in the 
permanent building and part in two story wooden cantonment build- 
ings which are typical of those just furnished for Fitzsimons Hos- 
pital. They are one of the same group. : 

In terms of permanent construction they are not adequate, sir. 
We do not believe them to be. 

Colonel Evans. They are sited away from the hospital. 

Senator Srennts. In terms of permanent construction they could 
not be adequate because they are not permanent construction, but I 
think the word “adequate” which the House used is broader than that. 
The burden of proof is on you here to prove that these facilities are 
not adequate and why they are not adequate. I think you have had 
some very strong proof on these others. What do you say on this one? 

Colonel CieLanv. From the interiors of the ones I have shown on 
Fitzsimons, they are rather grim. 

These men as we have mentioned, are highly trained, they work in 
skilled positions, and they are entitled to something better than that 
over the period of their lifetime, surely. 

If it was for a period of emergency during mobilization period 
and the like, but we are talking now about construction for men who 
are going to live a lifetime in the service, I mean a period of service 
until they retire. 

Senator Stennis. Of course, Benning is one of your larger instal- 
lations ? 

Colonel CLELaNp. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. This hospital serves the entire facility. Is it a 
large hospital ? 

Colonel CLeLanp. Yes, sir; it is a 500-bed hospital. 

Senator Stennis. You do have some facilities here to take care 
of these enlisted men ? 


LOCATION OF PRESENT QUARTERS 


Colonel Cretan. Yes, sir; but not at the hospital site. 

Mr. Suort. Mr. Chairman, they are scattered over the post about 
4 miles distant from the new hospital which has been constructed. 
We would save $58,000 a year in transportation cost alone because 
they now have to operate three shifts. 

Senator Stennis. I thought though you had some modern installa- 
tion to take care of a part of these men ? 

Mr. Snort. No. 

Colonel Cieranp. We have an old permanent type barracks as part 
of the old hospital about 4 miles away which when these are built 
we understand will be converted for other post use. 

Senator Srennts. The bachelor officers quarters is a larger amount 
of money than enlisted men’s barracks. The report shows that en- 
listed men’s barracks and the nurses BOQ—— 

Colonel Evans. Sir, we discussed that nurses BOQ earlier when we 
went through them earlier. 
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Senator Stennis. This is the same one that you already discussed ? 

Colonel Evans. The same one that we discussed earlier; that is 
right. 

Mr Snort. So far as the bachelor officers’ quarters are concerned, 
we only have 204 spaces out of the requirement of 218. 

Senator Stennis. When you say BOQ spaces is that the same thing 
as nurses ? 

Colonel Evans. Yes, sir; that is nurses officer quarters. We call 
them all bachelor officers’ quarters, sometimes put women or nurses 
in parenthesis after them. 

enator Stennis. Is this the one you had pictures of a while ago? 

Colonel Evans. No; we had Fitzsimons and Lee. 

Senator Stennis. Do you have pictures of these nurses’ quarters at 
Benning? 

Colonel Evans. We possibly could get them, sir, if we do not have 
them. 

Senator Cuavez. The present barracks for enlisted men that are 
4 miles away, is that within the reservation ? 

Colonel Cietanp. Yes, sir; it is on the site of the old hospital. 

_ Senator Srennis. All right. I think the pictures are very reveal- 


ing. 
Colonel Evans. We will get them. 
Senator Stennis. What is your next item, Colonel ? 


BARRACKS, Fort HvUAcHUCcA 


Colonel Evans. We have another barracks, complex this time, sir, 
at Fort Huachuca. 

Senator Cuavez. Now, you have finally got close to home. 

Colonel Evans. The House committee deleted $2,541,000 in line 
items for Fort Huachuca consisting of two 263-man barracks, battalion 
administration and supply building, battalion mess building, and a 
heating plant, all part of the same barracks complex. 


HOUSE REPORT 


The House committee says: 


Funds in the amount of $2,541,000 requested for two enlisted men’s barracks, 
and supporting facilities, including heating plant, are denied. 


The committee in a further statement: 


Fails to see why facilities in this area cannot be constructed at costs similar 
to those found at other military installations in the continental United States and 
accordingly has reduced the estimate to bring the overall cost here in line with 
costs experienced elsewhere. 

They made no statement as to the need or requirement or anything 
else as to the barracks complex we are asking. 

Thes barracks are needed to house our personnel there. They are 
well within the criteria upon which we can program permanent 
barracks. 

Senator Stennis. You mean the cost criteria ? 

Colonel Evans. I mean the strength criteria of the station. There 
is, in other words, a requirement for this facility to get people out of 
World War II temporaries into these permanent barracks. 
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COST FACTOR 


With respect to the cost aspect, the cost experience in that area just 
proves the point and in several instances we have had to come in and 
ask a waiver on cost limitation. 

Senator Stennis. Why? The remoteness of the area? 

Colonel Evans. Primarily as I understand it, the remoteness of the 
area, the shortage of skilled construction help in the area. When you 
move them in you have to pay the premium for moving. 

Senator Cuavez. In the days of fighting of the Indians, the old 7th 
Cavalry was located at Fort Huachuca. 

I wish you could tell of the importance of the installation at Fort 
Huachuca. 

Mr. Suorr. I am afraid we had better hold that for executive ses- 
sion. Itis highly classified. 

Senator Cuavez. It is most important and highly classified. 

Colonel Evans. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Suorr. It is most important. We had to go to a more distant 
place. Naturally your construction costs are higher there. It is one 
of the most expensive spots in the continental United States. 

You know the enormous cost of constructing in Alaska. This is 
sort of on that basis. It is a very vital important function that is 
being carried out. 

Senator Stennis. As I understand, the House did not delete any 
of these items, they merely reduced the amounts? 


AMOUNT OF HOUSE REDUCTION 


Mr. Sxort. They cut it to less than half. They reduced it from 
$7,809,000 by $3,281,500. They cut it in two. 

Senator Stennis. They seem to have left out some items, too. 

Mr. Suort. I am grateful that they gave us what er did, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Enlisted men’s barracks were left out ? 

Colonel Evans. I would like Colonel Sanford to speak on this 
within the limits of security. 

Senator Stennis. Yes; let us be certain now that we have before 
us what the House did. According to my memory they eliminated 
four items entirely. 

Colonel Evans. Yes, sir; and took a $1 million cut across the board 
on the rest of it. 

TYPE OF ACTIVITY AT FORT HUACHUCA 


Colonel Sanrorp. Mr. Chairman, I would like to point out, as is 
well known to the members of the committee, the veritable remoteness 
of this area, and also point out to the committee that this post was 
inactive from 1945 to 1951. 

In 1951 the Signal Corps took over the post and has established 
there the testing facilities for communications and electronics. 

Now these particular men that we are discussing are specialists of 
a very high caliber. The buildings that they are now occupying and 
that they are now living in are World War II-type barracks, such as 
we have heard discussed here before, but because of the austerity and 
the lack of maintenance during the period of inactivation of the post 
they are in bad shape, and the natural resultant effect on the morale 
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of the men, particularly these high type men that we want to keep in 
the service, is most serious. 

Unfortunately, I do not have pictures to prove my point, but I think 
that Senator Chavez is well acquainted with the situation out there. 

I will provide those if you request, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Suort. Get them—quick. 

Colonel Sanrorp. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. I think they will be very helpful, because these 
matters are contested sharply. The House has certified here what 
we have already stated. 

Colonel Sanrorp. These two items were denied by the House. 


SPECIFIC DENIALS BY HOUSE 


Senator Srennis. There were four items—enlisted men’s barracks, 
battalion administration and supply building, battalion mess build- 
ing, and heating plant. 

Colonel Sanrorp. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. If you can get along without the heating plant, I 
think you ought to say so and just drop it. If you feel like you must 
have it, you ought to say why you must have it. 

Colonel Evans. It is the heating plant to heat the barracks and mess 
building in the same complex. 

Senator Srennis. It goes with the other items, then ? 

Colonel Evans. Yes, sir. 

Colonel Sanrorp. I would like to emphasize, Mr. Chairman, that 
these are highly trained, highly skilled specialists, electronic special- 
ists. It isa remote area. If we are going to hold these enlisted men, 
we must give them a decent place to live in. 

Senator Stennis. Is there anything else you want to say on it? I 
think you could let us have those pictures and it would be timely. 

Colonel Sanrorp. Yes, sir. 

(The justification follows :) 


ConTINENTAL UniTep States—Forr Huacnuca, Ariz. 
’ 


Item Budget House Restoration 
request action requested 


(1) 2-263 Enlisted men’s barracks $1, 637,000 | —$1, 637,000 | -++$1, 637,000 
304, 000 —304, 000 + 


Battalion administration and supply building ‘ 304, 000 
Battalion mess building ; 433, 000 ‘ +433, 000 


Heating plant 167, 000 +167, 000 


, O41, +2, 541, 000 
268, 000. » +737, 000 


000 +3, 278, 000 


REASONS FOR RESTORATION REQUEST 
Item No.1 


The cost estimates in this program are based on previous construction ex- 
perience and are believed to be sound. Therefore any reduction in funds will 
necessitate that some construction must be deferred. All of the items in this 
program are of high priority in the development and improvement of the facilities 
at Fort Huachuca. If sufficient funds are not provided to accomplish all of the 
authorized items it will be necessary to defer the two barracks and battalion sup- 
port facilities. Deferment of this item will necessitate continued utilization of 


the inadequate mobilization-type facilites for housng a portion of the peacetime 
strength of this installation. 
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Item No. 2 


It will also be necessary to defer the construction of the trainfire range and 
the avionics laboratory and instrumentation building and probably to reduce 
the scope of some other item. Deferment of the trainfire range construction will 
necessitate continued utilization of the outmoded range facilities for the training 
of Signal troops. Deferment of the avionics laboratory and instrumentation 
building will necessitate continued storage of expensive highly technical equip- 
ment in temporary shacks constructed of crating lumber and in continuing the 
testing and maintenance activities outside that should be accomplished in areas 
which are dust free and not succeptible to interruption due to inclement weather. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 
Item No.1 


Funds in the amount of $2,541,000 requested for two enlisted men’s barracks 
and supporting facilities including a heating plant are denied. 
Item No. 2 

The committee has approved $4,527,500 for the Signal Corps installation at Fort 
Huachuca, Ariz., a reduction of $3,281,500 in the budget estimates. The commit- 
tee fails to see why facilities in this area cannot be constructed at costs similar to 
those found at other military installations in the continental United States and 


accordingly has reduced the estimate to bring the overall cost here in line with 
costs experienced elsewhere. 


COST FACTOR, FORT HUACHUCA 


Colonel Evans. Sir, if we can have a few more minutes—— 

Senator Stennis. If it is agreeable to Senator Chavez, and you 
one, too, we will run until 12:30. Congress is not in session 
today. 

Colonel Evans. I would appreciate the opportunity to talk off the 
record a minute, sir. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Stennis. Proceed. 

Colonel Evans. I shall take up this cost factor at Huachuca? There 
was an across-the-board reduction proposed. 

Senator Stennis. Yes, you had better explain that. 

Colonel Evans. $740,500 across-the-board without any specified 
project. Considering the statement I previously mentioned regarding 
the high cost in this area, should this reduction prevail, we will have 
to defer constructing the trainfire range, which is required for ade- 
quate training of soldiers in their individual arms, the avionics labora- 
tory and instrumentation building, and probably reduce the scope of 
some of the other items, 

If we defer the avionics laboratory and instrumentation building 
we will have to continue storing expensive equipment in temporary 
shacks exposed to the elements and carry on testing in a most in- 
effective, and unproductive effort. 

Senator Cuavez. Let me see if I understand this. I think I have 
seen this type of situation before. Here you have precision instru- 
ments, costly equipment. 

Colonel Evans. And skilled workmen. 


EFFECT ON PRECISION INSTRUMENTS 


Senator Cuavez. I am talking now about your prescision instru- 


ments and the equipment that you have to have for this type of 
function. 


Colonel Evans. That is right, sir. 
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Senator Cuavez. You feel that the deterioration, if they are not 
properly housed, will be costly ? ; 

Colonel Evans. It is very costly. Not only that, sir, even if there 
were no deterioration at all, trying to work and utilize the capabilities 
of these equipments in such poor, shall we say, ambient circumstances, 
is not productive of good results. 

Senator Cuavez. That is right, but besides that, as far as cost is 


concerned, when you expose a high priced instrument to the ele- 
ments—— 


Colonel Evans. You get deterioration. 

Senator Cuavez. That is what you have in mind? 

Colonel Evans. Right. That is part of the expense of deferring 
this construction. 

Now, as far as the cost in the area, it is just a fact of life that 
construction costs that much in that area and our esimates are based 
on bid experience over the last several years, and a rather complete 
final design by competent architects and engineers. 

Senator CHavez. I think that in general terms you ought to furnish 
for the record, you might give the details when we have the executive 
session, but in general terms I think you ought to furnish for the 


record a short statement as to the functions of the operations at 
Huachuca. 


Colonel Evans. Right, sir. 

Senator CHAveEz. ‘All right. 

Senator Stennis. I think you ought to give a more detailed ex- 
planation of this additional cost, too. You have a transportation 
matter or problem, I do not know what it is, but the House says that you 
must bring the overall cost in line with the cost experience elsewhere. 

Mr. Suort. It just simply cannot be done in that location. 

Senator Stennis. I know, but to just say it cannot be done is not 
enough explanation, Mr. Secretary. You ought to say why. That 
is my point. I am sure you agree with that? 

Mr. Suort. I do. 


Senator Stennis. And we ought to have it in the record. 


REASON FOR HIGHER COSTS 


Mr. Norwoop. My name is Norwood, from the Chief of Engineers. 
We have taken bids in the past year at Huachuca and on barracks 
and administrative supply buildings and compared those to the cost 
o construct at places like Leonard Wood, White Sands, and Aber- 
een. 

Now, the Huachuca costs last year for barracks, and we have bar- 
racks in this year’s program, were 23 percent higher than at Fort 
Leonard Wood, which is an average for the Nation. 

Mr. Suort. That, incidentally, is a good statement. 

Senator Stennis. Yes, that is a statement of fact. 

Mr. Norwoop. Additionally, bids at Huachuca in this category for 
barracks were 19 percent above White Sands. Bids for administra- 
tive and supply buildings at Huachuca were 19 percent above White 
Sands, and 13 percent above Aberdeen. These two are in national 
average areas. 

Since these estimates came to Congress for 1960, our district engi- 
neer in Los Angeles, who handles Huachuca, proceeded further with 
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the designs. Ironically instead of costing what we had anticipated 
they have gone up more since designs have increased. 

So actually the $740,000 that the House committee cut should have 
been brought up by over a million dollars plus. 

Now those are the facts insofar as the design estimating goes and 
award of contract in that area. 

Senator Srennis. You are testifying from records of your actual 
experience; is that correct ? 

r. Norwoop. That is correct. They are actual bids received and 
contracts awarded. For the record we have here a comparison of 
actual bid prices. 

(The information referred to follows :) 


Comparison of actual contractors’ bid prices for repetitive type facilities at average 
cost locations and at Fort Huachuca, Ariz. 





Contract | Percent 
price Fort 

















Facility Location Date of bid per Huachuca 
square | price is 
foot! above 

Administration and storage..| White Sands, N. Mex -.-_..---.----.- June 1958....| $12.27 19 
Aberdeen Proving Ground, Md.----_.-. June 1958_-_- 12. 97 13 

Fort Huachuca, Aris..........--.....- June 1958._.. TA ccnicnndinn 

DT os eornsasccesacons Aberdeen Proving Ground, Md. June 1958. _- 21, 24 9 
White Sands, N. Mex. -- -| June 1958_... 19. 45 19 

Fort Leonard Wood, Mo. June 1958.._- 18. 66 23 

Fort Huachuca, Ariz..-.- June 1958 ___- TP tec ooee 

PUN ib inode ee Fort Eustis, Va_-_-...-.-..- June 1956..-. 14.21 2 
Fort Huachuca, Ariz.................- June 1956__.. | eo 

TN  Lbstddscs éenduciiinte PU Ny VOratsedscncwncdcosaccone June 1958... 11. 54 17 
Fort Huachuca, Ariz ...........------ June 1958... (FD ae 

PR MI ac ccticcnsinciad Manzan Base, N. Mex..._..---------- Nov. 1955... 19. 24 20 
Fort Huachuca, Ariz...-.....---.---.- June 1956-._- G6 A occcuctace 

SSE ee White Sands, N. Mex...._.........-.. June 1958.__. 12.83 17 
Aberdeen Proving Ground, Md. --| June 1958.__. 12, 21 23 

eS ea June 1958 _.. 13. 93 8 

Fort Huachuca, Ariz...-...----.-..-- June 1958..--| 15.06 |-----..-. 


1 These prices de not include the cost of design, engineering, supervision, inspection, administration, and 
contingencies. 


Barracks, Fort BENJAMIN HARRISON 


Senator Stennis. All right, that is very helpful. I think it has 
a place in the record right there. 

Is there anything else on that item now ? 

Colonel Evans. Nothing further on that item, Mr. Chairman. 

We have another barracks situation at Fort Benjamin Harrison, 
Ind. In this case it is the proposed reconversion of an existing build- 
ing back into a barracks building. There are two buildings in fact. 

These buildings were originally built as permanent barracks prior 
to World War II. At the outbreak of World War IT when they moved 
certain schools and training facilities to Fort Benjamin Harrison 
the barracks were converted to administrative and command space. 

Now that we have provided new adequate facilities for the admin- 
istrative headquarters of the station, we are trying to accommodate 
some of the personnel on the station back into permanent barracks. 

The House committee made the deletion. They stated that the 


present facilities appear to be ample to meet the requirements at this 
installation. 
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RECONVERSION 


I might point out that the reconversion of these barracks is rather 
inexpensive at $126,000 for the permanent barracks it will provide. 

This will provide about 250 men and accommodations for each of 
these 2 buildings. 

The sum of the 2 buildings will provide for 500 men. That is a 
rather small unit cost to get them into permanent housing. 

I do not have with me pictures for the record, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Srennis. Well, reconverting of the buildings is a very 
modest sum, it seems tome. Now, this consolidation of enlisted men’s 
mess, just what does that mean? Is that connected with these recon- 
verted buildings? 

Colonel Evans. That is connected with the whole station, sir. 

Senator Srennis. Just what do you mean, consolidated enlisted 
men’s mess ? 

Colonel Evans. That means they will operate the mess, not in ac- 
cordance with strict company or unit organization, but as one central 
mess for 1,775 enlisted men, essentially the whole enlisted strength 
of the station. 

Senator Stennis. Will that dispense with some of your civilian 
employees? Will it permit you to operate at less cost ? 


SAVINGS PROJECTED 

~ Colonel Evans. I don’t know that it will dispense with any civilian 
employees. It will give us material savings on transportation costs 
to and from the barracks areas where the messes are now located. 
Lhave to check. 

.. Senator Stennis. How much would it save on transportation ? 

Colonel Evans. I will have to furnish that for the record, sir. 

* Senator Stennis. Furnish that for the record. Get, also; the mat- 
ter of what it would save in operating cost. I know that will be an 
estimate, but it certainly is pertinent. 

The House says that you have ample facilities here to meet the re- 
quirements. 
fthe information referred to appears on p. 698.) 

r. Suort. I think one of the factors, Mr. Chairman, to keep in 
mind, is the loss in efficiency due to the fact that it would require 
some time marching 1 mile distant. 

Senator Srennis. Put that item down. We have encouraged you 
in the past, instead of having so many separate mess facilities that you 
do consolidate. In fact, in some of our construction bills in the 
Armed Services Committee we wrote that requirement in 2 or 3 years 
ago that you should not have a separate company mess any more 
unless there was a special reason for it. 

Senator Cuavez. It also saves in operation and maintenance. 

Senator Srennis. Yes; I do not know just the confines of that 
change we made. 

Mr. Snort. It is being done pretty generally. 

Senator Stennis. It shows the ‘ise that you are trying to con- 
solidate. That ismy point. 

Mr. Suort. That is right. 

(The justification follows :) 
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Fort BensamMiIn Harrison, Inp. 


—_— 





Item Budget House Restoration 
request action requested 
1, Reconvert buildings 114 and 115 to barracks._.-........----- $126, 000 —$126, 000 +$126, 000 
2, Consolidate enlisted men’s mess--_......-------------------- 661, 000 —661, 000 +661, 000 
akira cenne een eneandsnr naan sauinainneunwnianaecans 787, 000 —787, 000 +787, 000 





REASONS FOR RESTORATION REQUEST 


1. Reconvert buildings 114 and 115 to barracks 


The total requirement for permanent barracks at Fort Benjamin Harrison is 
1,800 spaces. Against this requirement the installation presently possesses only 
160 permanent spaces. The two buildings proposed for reconversion to barracks 
were originally constructed as permanent barracks prior to World War II. 
During emergency conditions occurring during World War II it was necessary 
to convert these barracks to other administrative and school purposes. Pres- 
ently, by far the greater majority of enlisted troops at this station are housed 
in World War II mobilization barracks, designed to provide only short-term 
emergency housing in wartime. Reconversion of buildings 114 and 115 provides 
the most economical and logical solution toward constructing permanent housing 
for these troops now housed in the old substandard World War II structures. 
This installation is one of the Army’s major schools and enlisted men assigned 
here by all means should be able to feel that they have been selected for training 
in a specialized career field. The blow to the students’ morale which is incurred 
when they are assigned to living quarters which are substandard in nature and 
in many cases of an inferior standard to that which they enjoy at their home 
station is incalculable. Failure to approve this project for appropriation will 
result in a reduced morale for students attending the school and will make 
necessary continued use of the old mobilization-type buildings with their attend- 
ant increasing maintenance and operation costs. 


2. Consolidate enlisted men’s mess 


This project is urgently required to provide permanent consolidated mess 
facilities in the troop housing area at the installation. At the present time 
no permanent mess facilities are available on the installation for the enlisted 
students or instructors. The present mess facilities are wooden World War II 
substandard structures, which were constructed for emergency use during war- 
time. They are approximately 1 mile from the permanent troop housing area, 
which necessitates movement three times a day by truck for the students and 
the enlisted instructor force. The training schedule for the school is an extremely 
tight one and does not permit marching time for 1 mile to and from during the 
instruction day. If this item is not approved for appropriation it will necessitate 
the continued and expensive movement of students and instructors to and from 
the present inadequate mess facilities and will perpetuate the use of existing 
substandard facilities, 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


The committee report indicated that the committee denied appropriation for the 
conversion of the existing buildings to barracks and construction of the permanent 
enlisted men’s mess on the basis that present facilities appear to be ample to 
meet the requirements at this installation. 


Mepicat LABORATORY, Fort GreorGE G. MEADE 


Senator Stennis. The next item? 


Colonel Evans. Sir, there is one additional barracks and BOQ 


facility. It is in an overseas location, but it is part of an overall 
matter. 


3 I would like to defer that until we come to that station. It is in 
apan. 


42550—59——42 
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Senator Stennis. All right. If you are not ready to take the mat- 
ter up, just do not take it up. Go on tosomething else. 

Colonel Evans. The next item is a medical laboratory for the 2d 
Army at Fort George G. Meade. This was an Army medical labora- 
tory at Army Headquarters in the 2d Army at Fort Meade which 
the House deleted : 

Funds were also requested at Fort Meade for replacement of existing medical 
laboratories in the amount of $1,251,000. The committee does not feel that the 
Department of Defense made a sufficient study of medical facilities existing in 
the Fort Meade area, including Metropolitan Washington and Baltimore to war- 
rant replacement of this existing facility at the present time. 

The medical laboratory which exists at each Army area is a special- 
ized operation. It is not a hospital in any sense of the word. 

In fact, hospitals submit to the laboratory many of their problems 
for analysis. 

Mr. Suort. This is the only Army in the continental United States 
that does not have the medical laboratory, of all the six Armies. 

The 2d Army is the only one that does not have it permanently. 

Senator Stennis. What does a medical laboratory do? 


WORK OF LABORATORY 


Colonel Copprneton. An Army laboratory is responsible for the 
aid in the maintenance of the health of military personnel and their 
dependents. It is comparable, we might say, to a public health labora- 
tory for a certain area. 

The 2d Army is responsible for the troops within that 2d Army 
area. They are involved in, and also they support all other medical 
activities within that Army area. They are equipped to carry on 
specialized tests which other laboratories in that area, connected with 
the hospitals, are unable to do. 

Senator Stennis. On those tests, is that where you keep your pa- 
thologists and do the high level testing ? 

Colonel Copptneron. Yes, sir. The 2d Army Laboratory is the 
histo-pathology center for the 2d Army. They are involved, of 
course, in cancer detection. That is one of their big responsibilities 
and they support in that scope all the other hospitals. 

Senator Stennis. You mean in this laboratory. 

Colonel Copptneron. Yes, sir; in the 2d Army Laboratory. 

Senator Stennis. In all deference, gentlemen, Senator Chavez and I 
are both on the HEW Appropriations Committee and we have a tre- 
mendous research program there in cancer, and other items, and then 
we are—the Atomic Energy Commission has one of those problems, 
the Veterans’ Administration has one. 

Senator Cuavez. And Walter Reed has laboratories, the Navy at 
Bethesda labs. 

Colonel Copprneton. Yes, sir; but they are not equipped and geared 
totake care of the work. 

At the present time the 24 Army Laboratory is taking specialized 
work and receiving specialized work from the Naval Medical Center 
and from Walter Reed, tests that they are unable to do because of the 
specialized equipment, and also they do not have the space to do it. 
We can present for the record some statistics on this. 
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(The information referred to follows :) 


SPECIMENS SUBMITTED TO THE 2p U.S. ARMY MEpICcAL LABORATORY, FISCAL 
YEAR 1959 


1ST QUARTER, FISCAL YEAR 1959 
Specimens received : 

Army activities 

Air Force activities 

Navy, Marine Corps activities 

Others 


r Performance 
Examinations performed: factors (time) 


Bacteriology 425, 504 


Serology 145, 198 
Mycology 


Chemistry (including urinalysis) 

Entomology. 

Parasitology 

Pathology (including hematology) 195, 920 


Food chemistry-veterinary (procurement testing) 938, 315 
Virology 


Diagonstic animal supply 
Shipping and receiving. 


2D QUARTER, FISCAL YEAR 1959 
Specimens received : 


Performance 
Examinations performed : factors (time) 


Bacteriology 
Serology 


Chemistry (including urinalysis) 
Entomology 


Pathology (including hematology) 
Food chemistry-veterinary (procurement testing) 


Diagnostic animal supply 
Shipping and receiving 


3D QUARTER, FISCAL YEAR 1959 
Specimens received : 
Army activities 
Air Force activities 
lized 
nter 
f the 
lo it. 
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3D QUARTER, FISCAL YEAR 1959—continued 
Examinations performed : footers (time) 
303, 076 
1, 028, 465 
ZY. 6, 761 
Chemistry (including urinalysis) 
Entomology 


Diagnostic animal supply 
Shipping and receiving 


4TH QUARTER, FISCAL YEAR 1959 
Specimens received : 
Army activities 
Sarma cu II-III I a en i ee 
Navy and Marine Corps activities 
Others 


21, 787 


Performance 
factors (time) 


307, 311 
187, 493 
112, 175 
Chemistry (including urinalysis) 403, 867 
Entomology 90, 400 
hod advice ences dim eemialph hebben 53, 361 
Pathology (including hematology) 
Food chemistry-veterinary (procurement testing) 


SUMMARY 


Total specimens received, fiscal year 1959 : 118, 948 
Total examinations performed, fiscal year 1959 10, 651, 601 


TYPE OF WORK 


Senator Stennis. Does this tie in with any of the other agencies 
that are making these tests and research? I am not discrediting what 
this laboratory is doing, not at all. 

Colonel Copprneton. There are no other agencies that are equipped 
to do the type of work which this agency is responsible for doing. 
We do it for the personnel at the 2d Army Area and their dependents. 

Senator Cuavez. You do various types of research and laboratory 
work for military personnel and their dependents? 

Colonel Copprneton. To give adequate support to the medical care 
that the 2d Army is responsible for giving. 

Senator Cuavez. You try to keep personnel and dependents in 
good health; is that the idea? 

Colonel Copprneron. Yes. 

Senator Cuavez. Are you doing basic research ? 
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Colonel Coppineton. There is some basic research going on, of 
course, in the 2d Army, but primarily it is to support and maintain 
the health of the troops, that is the routine thing, as they come in, 
in the practice of medicine, providing adequate facilities and know- 
how to provide the type of medical care. 

Senator CHavez. Have you statistics on the results up to now? 

Colonel Copprneton. Yes. The 2d Army, of course, is composed 
of several States in this particular area. You may be familiar with 
the area which it covers, Delaware, Kentucky, Maryland, Ohio, Penn- 
sylvania, Virginia, and West Virginia. 


San ANTONIO, Brooke HospiTraL 


Mr. Suorr. I think, Mr. Chairman, both of you Senators have been 
down at San Antonio and visited Brooke Army Medical Center which 
I had the privilege of visiting only recently a month ago. They are 
doing types of work down there that they cannot do, and they are not 
doing at either Walter Reed or Bethesda. 

There they specialize in that particular medical center in the treat- 
ment of burns, sir. 

As you know, there are so many airbases around San Antonio, and 
then whenever they have a plane crash or explosion of any kind—I 
saw some of these patients in there whose bodies were 80, 90 percent 
burned. It is miraculous the progress and advancement that has been 
made in medical science in that particular field. 

I had the pleasure of meeting at least a dozen foreign officers from 
the European countries and some from the Far East, who were there 
as students, men of long experience and advanced in years, but they 
a down in that particular medical center studying how to treat 

urns. 

Senator Cuavez. I feel exactly like the chairman, I am sympa- 
thetic to the idea and I believe in it. The question is: Is there any 
duplication ? 

Mr. Suort. Each Army area, of course, has a permanent medical 
laboratory except the 2d Army at Fort Meade that serves this rather 
large area that has been mentioned. 

Senator Stennis. What is the primary purpose of these labora- 
tories and what is their primary work ? 

Colonel Coppineton. The primary work and mission of an Army 
laboratory is to support other medical facilities within the Army 
area for maintenance of health. 

Now, that includes doing those tests which are complicated, that 
the other smaller laboratories, the other hospitals, the laboratories 
in the other hospitals are unable to do. 

In case of an epidemic they then go out and find the cause of an 
epidemic. It is like a firehouse; they are there when it is needed. 





SPECIAL PROJECTS 


There are certain special projects which they carry on, for in- 
stance, the defense installations, the NIKE installations, there are 
certain things there which they get involved in which are very speci- 
fic for this type of thing and there are no other facilities available 
that can do this particular test. 
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Senator Stennis. Suppose you have an operation at X Army hos- 
pital on one of your bases in Maryland or in Pennsylvania somewhere ; 
certain tests would be made prior to that operation and then operating 
tests during the operation. Is this the laboratory where such mat- 
ters would be done? 

Colonel Copprneton. Yes, sir, it can be done for the small station 
hospitals. 

Senator Stennis. I presume there are hospitals that do not have 
a pathologist ? 

Colonel Copprneton. That is right. We do have some of the hos- 
pitals that do not have pathologists. 

At the present time some of them are very thinly staffed with 

technical personnel. Then this laboratory takes over and provides 
the answer. It also provides histopathology studies for this particu- 
lar hospital. 

Senator Srennis. All right, do you have anything else on this? 
You have two or three other items here, clothing, equipment, and 
repair shop, $210,000, and a branch post exchange, $83,000. 


CLOTHING, EQUIPMENT, AND REPAIR SHOP 


Colonel Evans. This clothing equipment and repair shop is to re- 
place one which burned in 1952 and for which we have been using 
scattered improvised facilities in the interim. 

Senator Stennis. What do you mean by clothing, just ordinary 
clothing ? 

Colonel Evans. This is clothing, shoes, quartermaster type per- 
sonnel equipment issue. 

Senator Stennis. That is what I thought. 

Colonel Evans. We are using them now in outmoded scattered 
locations there. 

Senator Stennis. Do you want to put your statement in the’record 
on that? 

Colonel Evans. Yes, sir. 

(The justification follows :) 


Fort Grorce G. Meapg, Mp. 


Item Budget House Restoration 
request action requested 


1, 24 U.S. Army Medical Laboratory $1, 251,000 | —$1, 251,000 | +$1, 251,000 
2. Clothing equipment and repair shop 210, 000 —210, 000 +210, 000 
3. Branch post exchange 83, 000 —83, 000 +83, 000 


REASONS FOR RESTORATION REQUEST 


1. 24 U.S. Army Medical Laboratory 


1. In the past 15 years the general requirement for medical laboratory work 
has increased to such an extent that all facilities are greatly taxed with regard 
to space and personnel requirements. The importance of the laboratory in the 
support of modern medical practice is well recognized in both military and 
civilian circles. Competent laboratory work must be done in adequate facilities 
with modern equipment, well-trained technologists, and in keeping with the 
advances in the science of medicine and can no longer be relegated to small 
inferior quarters. 

2. The present dilapidated and temporary-type facilities utilized by the 2d 
U.S. Army Medical Laboratory are totally inadequate for the satisfactory per- 
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formance of its mission. Most of the activities are handicapped by the necessity 
of having to perform them in overcrowded and unsafe buildings or dispersing 
them in other temporary buildings ranging in distance from one-fifth to 2 miles 
from the base activity. A careful and scrutinizing review of the Fort Meade 
post area has not indicated the availability of more adequate facilities. 

3. Careful consideration has shown no other such qualified Department of 
Defense medical activity within the Washington and Baltimore area. Specimens 
are received from 72 contributing stations throughout the ist and 2d Army 
Areas and the Military District of Washington, thus illustrating the area re- 
sponsibility of this facility which in no way duplicates the work of any other 
military laboratory in the area. Its performance of the procedures required in 
cancer detection, toxicological examinations and more difficult chemical analyses 
covers referring installations within the Army, Navy, Air Force, and Veterans’ 
Administration. 

4. Failure to provide this laboratory facility will constitute a backward step 
in the progress of military medicine. 


2. Clothing and equipment repair shop 


1. The clothing and equipment repair shop at Fort Meade is required to re- 
place the previous building which burned in 1952. The present quartermaster 
maintenance facilities are being operated in six scattered inadequate buildings. 
These present buildings were constructed in World War I and continually 
show increased maintenance costs. The construction of this new building would 
eliminate excessive transportation costs now required because of the separated 
work area and release space intended for and urgently needed for storage. 

2. Construction would eliminate excessive heating and lighting costs. Heat- 
ing facilities in three buildings are limited to coal-fired space heaters. Four 
shop areas have no water or toilet facilities. There is a dangerous fire hazard 
because of deficient space heaters in one of the presently occupied buildings. 
The missions of these shops are increasing because of additional satellited 
activities continually being added by higher headquarters. New facilities 
would meet these increased missions. 


8. Branch post exchange 


1. Project is required to provide post exchange facilities for military per- 
sonnel of the 3d Cavalry Regiment assigned to the new permanent barracks. 
Existing temporary post exchange (2,331 SF) is inadequate in size and facilities 
to serve the personnel of this regiment and other troop units occupying tem- 
porary barracks in the vicinity. The 3d Cavalry Regiment is designated as a 
Strategic Army Corps unit and as such must maintain the highest degree of 
efficiency and morale. 

2. The main post exchange is outside of reasonable walking distance from the 
regimental area. 

3. Existing temporary post exchange will be utilized by those troops con- 
tinuing to be housed in temporary barracks nearby. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 
Item No. 1 


“Funds were also requested at Fort Meade for replacement of existing medi- 
cal laboratories in the amount of $1,251,000. The committee does not feel that 
the Department of Defense has made a sufficient study of the medical facilities 
existing in the Fort Meade area, including Metropolitan Washington and Balti- 
more, to warrant replacement of this existing facility at the present 
ume, * = 


Items No. 2 and 3 


“The committee fails to see the need for the branch post exchange and the 
equipment repair shop requested at Fort Meade, Md., and those estimates in 
the amount of $293,000 are denied.” 


EXECUTIVE SESSION 


Senator Srennis. It is almost 12:30. I expect you have an ap- 
pointment. I know I have one. 

You say you want to have a short executive sesison ? 

Colonel Evans. If we could have a classified session for one item. 
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Senator Srennis. All right, we will go into a short executive ses- 
sion now. Anyone who is not cleared on these matters kindly excuse 
ourself from the room. 
When the committee does take a recess, it will be until 2:30 this 
afternoon, at which time we will continue with the Army. 
(Thereupon, at 12:15 p.m., the committee proceeded into executive 
session. ) 
AFTERNOON SEssION (MoNpAy, AuGuUsT 10, 1959) 


(The committee reconvened in open session.) 


DavIsON AIRFIELD, Fort BELVOIR 


Senator Stennis. The committee will come to order. 

I think we made fair progress this morning. I want you always to 
take whatever time you need to present any matter, but at the same 
time let us keep moving along from project to project. We will take up 
now whatever you say. 

Colonel Evans. With your permission, we would like to start with 
the Davison Airfield, Fort Belvoir, under the Corps of Engineers. 

We have three aviation facilities here, two of which are actually 
en in nature, the extension of the runway and the security 

ence. 

Senator Srennis. I believe that was authorized this year, was it 
not ? 

Colonel Evans. Yes, sir. 

Senator Srennis. I remember something about this. 

Colonel Evans. That is a new authorization. 

Senator Stennis. Do you want to put your statement in the record?! 

Colonel Evans. I request that the reclama statement be placed in 
the record. 

(The justification follows :) 


Davison U.S. Army ArRFIELD, Fort Batvorr, Va. 


Budget House Restoration 
request action requested 


1. Extension of ranway —$156, 000 +$156, 000 
2. Security fence and perimeter road —159, 000 +159, 000 
3. Flight training building 58, 000 — 58, 000 +58, 000 


—370, 000 +370, 000 


REASONS FOR RESTORATION REQUEST 


1. Extension of runway 
2. Security fence and perimeter road 
3. Flight training building 

The Department of the Army, along with other Defense Department and 
Government agencies, continuously review requirements for the joint use of 
aviation facilities. The recently approved long-range plan for all military and 
civil aviation facilities in the Washington area requires that operations at Bolling 
and Anacostia Airfields be discontinued in order to eliminate the safety-of-flight 
hazards existing in the vicinity of Washington National, Bolling, and Anacostia 
Airfields. Andrews Air Force Base is now being developed to provide space for 
joint use by the Air Force and Navy to replace these facilities. The closing of 





ne et eed beet = of rp ~ &., 


ao “*& 


— om mF Ls et 


he FO of ee CO 


5eS- 
Se 


this 


tive 


's to 
ame 
@ up 
with 
. 

ally 
rity 


as it 


ord a 
din 





oration 
lested 





$156, 000 
-159, 000 
+58, 000 


it and 
use of 
ry and 
3olling 
-flight 
rcostia 
uce for 
sing of 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION APPROPRIATIONS, 1960 663 


these two bases will result in a complete saturation of aircraft and air traffic at 
Andrews Air Force Base. 

The Davison Army Airfield traffic, which consists of over 55,000 operations 
each year, or an average of 1 each 9 minutes, cannot be superimposed upon any 
other facility, civilian or military, in the Washington area. 

Davison U.S. Army Airfield is charged by the Department of the Army and 
the Department of Defense with the following missions : 

(a) Emergency and/or humanitarian missions and those flights related to 
disaster or implementation of emergency plans, including plan COOP (continuity 
of essential operations). 

(b) Flights for the White House staff, to include the President of the United 
States, and air transport flights sponsored by military establishments in the 
Washington area, to include those flights by Army aviators combining official 
business with combat readiness training. 

(c) Aviation support for the Engineer Center and Fort Belvoir, Va.; the 
Engineer School; the Engineer Research and Development Laboratory; the 
Diamond Fuze Laboratory; and other agencies designated by the Chief of Staff, 
U.S. Army. 

(d) To accomplish the above-stated missions, there are presently assigned 34 
fixed wing aircraft, 35 rotary wing aircraft, and a total of 579 military and 
civilian personnel. In the event of a national emergency, these resources are 
available to perform combat support missions. 

Davison U.S. Army Airfield was established on the military reservation of 
Fort Belvoir, which satisfied the requirement of location within the immediate 
Washington area, and eliminated dollar costs for land acquisition. Additionally, 
the location of this Army airfield on an existing military installation negated 
the excessive costs required for construction and operations of logistical and ad- 
ministrative support facilities. This support is presently being furnished by Fort 
Belvoir. 

In establishing this facility, the Government has invested over $5 million on 
physical plant for strictly operational facilities. The requested projects total 
$370,000 and are necessary for safety and security requirements and facilities 
for adequate pilot training. At this time, there are 99 Army aviators assigned 
to Davison U.S. Army Airfield. In addition, there are 118 Army aviators in the 
greater Washington area on staff and school duty attached to Davison U.S. Army 
Airfield for combat readiness training. 

(a) Extension of runway.—tThe present length, 3,000 feet, is 600 feet short of 
the minimum criteria, as established by Engineer Manual EM 1110-3-311, ap- 
pendix I, change 2, dated August 1, 1958 (Criteria for Permanent Army Air- 
fields) for safe operation of Army aircraft. The requested 600 foot extension to 
the runway is critically needed at the present time to provide for minimum safe 
operation standards. In this respect, transient pilots experience difficulty, occa- 
sionally overrunning the end of the existing runway, and resulting in personal 
injuries and aircraft damage. 

(b) Security fence and perimeter road.—This project is urgently needed at 
the present time to keep unauthorized personnel away from aircraft operating 
areas at Davison U.S. Army Airfield. It is highly necessary to keep unauthor- 
ized personnel from inadvertently wandering on to the runway and heliport 
which may result in the loss of life. This is extremely critical during the hours 
of darkness. This problem can best be solved by a security fence. The unim- 
proved perimeter road is essential to provide an access road for crash and rescue 
equipment, a firebreak and to permit patrolling. 

(c) Flight training building.—tThe flight training building is a part of the 
overall master plan for Davison U.S. Army Airfield. It is necessary that this 
building be located in close proximity to the airfield permitting aviators to 
utilize the instrument trainers during duty hours and be available for immediate 
flights. In addition, this building will make available a classroom to conduct 
safety meetings, briefings, mechanics training, and plot navigational training. At 
the present time, there are no facilities available at Davison U.S. Army Airfield 
to accomplish this mission. 
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HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 
1. Extension of runway 
2. Security fence and perimeter road 
3. Flight training building 


The need for additional flight facilities at this location is not essential at the 
present time and the entire matter should be restudied, especially in view of the 
possible use of existing facilities in the Metropolitan Washington area for these 
requirements. 

Senator Stennis. Whom did you name that for? Why do you have 
the matter separate from Fort Belvoir ? 

Colonel Evans. Sir, this is a small ancilliary element of Fort Bel- 
voir; it is on the station. They named it just like they named the 
streets and roads. It was named for a distinguished engineer of the 
past. He was the engineer for the U.S. Army-Air Force during 
World War II. 

Senator Stennis. I was not asking about that name, I am sure that 
is acceptable. You do not operate as a separate unit, do you? 

Colonel Evans. Yes, they have an aviation unit down there that is 
part of the Army troops stationed at Fort Belvoir, proper. These 
particular facilities are to improve the safety of operations at that 
aviation facility at this time. 

Mr. Suort. It will give us a place to land, Mr. Chairman, because 
of the congested Washington area. 


FUNCTION OF UNIT 


Colonel Evans. This unit has the mission of evacuating and moving 
Government officials at various times. These items are needed in 
order to have facilities adequately secure for those planes which are 
used for that mission. We need the extension to let them land safely. 
The flight training building is to house the Link trainer in which the 
pilots attain their out-of-cockpit flying proficiency. It would be lo- 
cated at the airstrip rather than far away as at present. 

Senator Stennis. All right. Thank you. 


Cotp Recions LABORATORY, HANOovER, N.H. 


Colonel Evans. The next item is the cold regious laboratory. I will 
ask Mr. Norwood to speak to that. 

Senator Stennis. All right, Mr. Norwood, proceed. 

Mr. Norwoop. The cold regions laboratory, in New Hampshire, was 
approved by the House committee. They did reduce the cost estimate 
from $3,624,000 to $3 million even, feeling that at that price we could 
get a facility that would be adequate for the needs in the foreseeable 

ture. 

This laboratory has been under study and design for several years 
and the plans and specifications are 100 percent complete and were 
when this estimate was given to the Congress. 

Senator Srennis. Pardon me just a minute. Do you not think you 
could absorb this amount some way? ‘They gave you everything you 
asked for here except the total amount. Do you not think you could 
scrounge around a little and absorb that reduction ? 

Mr. Norwoop. Mr. Chairman, it is possible. Nobody knows, this 
is the first item that the Corps of Engineers to my knowledge has 
endeavored to construct in that area. We have had no construction 
experience. This is an estimate based on the best possible knowledge 
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of cost in the Hanover area. There are some things that could be 
done to the building to alter it. We can still do those and bring 
them within whatever cost is allowed. 

Senator Stennis. They make the flat statement here that these 
funds are sufficient. They do not put any if’s on it. They must have 
some idea about it. 

Mr. Norwoop. I can only say that this estimate is made by a repu- 
table architect engineer firm in this business after full design and 
investigation of this site. That is a firm estimate. 

Senator Stennis. I am glad they approved the project. I re- 
member when we had it up before. Is there anything else you want to 


say ? 

Mr. Norwoop. I have one other thing. They indicated in the re- 
port of the investigative staff to the House committee that there was a 
possibility we would not need all the people indicated to work in the 
laboratory. Namely 200 to 225 people. The laboratory functions 
now performed in several places in the country aggregates 200 people, 
so that space is required for the recommendation for which it is 
designed. 


HIGH PRIORITY OF PROJECT 


Senator Brivces. Mr. Norwood, as I understand it, the only matter 
in controversy is the amount of the estimate for construction of the 
Cold Regions Engineering Laboratory. 

Mr. Norwoop. That is right, Senator. 

Senator Briwcrs. As I understand it, there is no longer any question 
about the high priority of this facility and the desire on the part of 
the Army Engineers that this project go forward as fast as possible 
in its entirety. 

Mr. Norwoop. That is completely correct, Senator. 

Senator Brings. Also, I believe that although certain other repre- 
sentations have been made in the past, it is the well-considered opinion 
of the Army Engineers that the Hanover, N.H., location offers unique 
advantages, and that this selection of site has been concurred in by 
the House. 

Mr. Norwoop. That is correct, Senator. I believe it is clear from 
the House hearings, and particularly from the language in the House 
report, that there is complete agreement on the site. 


AMOUNT OF HOUSE CUT 


Senator Brincrs. The amount of the cut suggested by the House of 
$624,000 out of a total request of $3,624,000 is about 17 percent. 

Mr. Norwoop. That is right, Senator Bridges. It appears that the 
proposed reduction is predicated on a concept which envisions con- 
siderable changes from the facility as planned; namely, a reduction 
in the strength of the laboratory staff to a level of about 170, and a 
reduction in the overall space, necessitating essentially a redesign of 
the facility. 

Senator Bripcrs. What is the strength of your present staff on the 
research activities to be performed in this laboratory ? 
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TOTAL PERSONNEL PLANNED 


Mr. Norwoop. Under the present program, the personnel that are 
en in the cold regions research and development program, 
which will be at this facility, number approximately 200. ‘The pro- 
posed facility is planned for 225. This will allow for a modest in- 
crease to a level at which it is expected the organization will become 
stabilized. 

Senator Brinces. I believe the testimony has been that the esti- 
mated cost was the result of a most careful scrutiny on the part of the 
engineers. To what extent has the cost been examined to reduce it to 
the lowest possible figure? 

Mr. Norwoop. The figure reached has been the result of care- 
ful scrutiny and calculations and is based on figures received from a 
most reputable firm of architects, Burns & Roe. In regard to the 
latter part of your question, I would like to give a little detail as to 
the extent to which we have gone over this project with a fine toothed 
comb for the purposes of trying to effect savings. 


REVIEW OF PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS 


The staff of the Chief of Engineers reviewed the cost estimate pre- 
pared by Burns & Roe and examined the plans and specifications just 
prior to presenting the request to this session of the Congress. It 
was determined that, by making some rather austere changes, savings 
could be effected, such as the elimination of approximately 50 percent 
of the partitions in the office areas, which would save approximately 
$4,000; second, by removing essentially all acoustical tile, a saving of 
$25,000 would result; third, by substituting brick on the exterior of 
the building in lieu of native slate facing, approximately $8,000 could 
be saved; fourth, by substituting the terrazzo floor in the lobby with 
asphalt tile would have about $2,600. The above totals $39,600. 

Another reduction in the cost could be realized by removing the rear 
wing on the second floor on the northwest corner of the building, 
which would result in a probable saving of $54,000 and, additionally, 
to remove the second floor wing at the rear of the building on the 
southwest corner to reduce the cost about $88,000. The removal of 
these two wings would save perhaps $142,000. To provide this space 
elsewhere in the building by finishing an unfinished area of the base- 
ment, excavated to put in foundations but left with only an earth 
floor, an additional cost of $80,000 would be incurred, offsetting much 
of the above saving and resulting in a net reduction in cost, through 
the elimination of these two wings, of approximately $62,000. 

Senator Bripcres. Would not these possible savings you have out- 
lined have some adverse effect on the utility of the building and plans 
for future use? 

Mr. Norwoop. That is quite right, Senator Bridges. These pos- 
sible reductions of $39,600 and $62,000 are not desirable and, there- 
fore, are not recommended in view of the fact that additional effort 
will be required to redesign the building to accomplish this; further- 
more, undesirable occupancy of the basement of the building for office 
space, which is below grade and without windows and and ventila- 
tion, and a less desirable organization of the spate of the entire build- 
ing would result. 
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Senator Brinces. Even if the undesirable cuts were made, which 
would affect the usefulness of the building, no saving in the order of 
magnitude of 17 percent or $624,000 could be made, as suggested by 
the House, could it? 

Mr. Norwoop. It could not, Senator, unless we were to redesign 
the whole project and of necessity, in trying to hold to this cut, 
leave out vital facilities which would seriously impair the whole 
planned function of this laboratory. I would like to expand on 
this a little, Senator Bridges. 

Senator Briwees. Certainly, go right ahead. 

Mr. Norwoop. In trying to scale down the size of a laboratory such 
as this, there are many features which are not susceptible to a straight- 
line reduction proportional to a reduction in personnel on the staff, 
such as cold rooms refrigeration, mechanical equipment for tests, 
utilities, etc. The vital nature of this type of engineering research 
has been recognized for some time, and it has been carried on in scat- 
tered locations in a piecemeal sort of fashion, which has militated 
against efficiency and the achievement of the best results. This is an 
entirely new field, and the more we get into it, even in a piecemeal way, 
the more evident it is that this type of research is most important in 
our whole research program. I think that the testimony of last year 
is replete with the difficulties we have experienced in this research 
program, including loss of morale leading up to actual loss of trained 
personnel because of the lack of adequate facilities for carrying on 
the research. I do not think it necessary to repeat that testimony. 

Senator Brinces. No, I think that was very well covered last year, 
and if any memories need refreshing, they can be refreshed by refer- 
ence to last year’s hearings. Will you proceed, please? 


NEED FOR FULL BUDGET ESTIMATE 


Mr. Norwoop. The matter of full restoration of the funds cut by 
the House is doubly important, not only because of the need of con- 
solidating research facilities to get ahead in an important area of 
research, but also because this project was not only authorized but 
appropriations were made for it 2 years ago in fiscal year 1958. Be- 
cause we did not have the detailed estimates we now have and because 
this was an entirely new area, we found that the funds, which we had 
requested and which had been appropriated, were not sufficient. We 
presented that fact the next year and requested an additional author- 
ization to cover the increased need. Additional authorization was 
granted and funds were provided in the Senate, but the item was 
lost in conference. If we are now at last going to be able to go ahead 
with this project, we feel we should have the funds to do it properly. 

Senator Brivegs. Because of the past history of this item, you feel 
that the full amount of the budget estimate is most necessary to 
guarantee the completion of this facility for maximum usefulness in 
order that the research in cold regions engineering may be advanced ? 

Mr. Norwoop. Senator Bridges, there is no question about it. 


Senator Brinces. I thank you for your very candid and explicit 
testimony. 
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JUSTIFICATION 


Senator Stennis. All right. Thank you very much. 
(The justification follows :) 


Cotp Recions Lasoratory, Hanover, N.H. 


Budget House Restoration 
request action requested 


Cold Regions Laboratory $3, 624, 000 — $624, 000 +$624, 000 


REASONS FOR RESTORATION REQUEST 


1. It appears that the proposed reduction in funding is predicated on a concept 
which envisions considerable changes from the proposed facility as planned: 
namely, a reduction in the level of personnel strength to that of about 170, and 
a reduction in the overall space available, with some space-saving benefits derived 
through conversion of proposed unfinished basement areas into usable space. 
In considering the effects of such an approach to the problem of providing an 
adequate facility there are certain aspects which merit further consideration, 
such as: 

(a) Under the present program the personnel that are engaged in the cold 
regions R. & D. program, which will be at this facility, number approximately 
205. The proposed facility is planned for 225. This will allow for a modest 
increase to a level at which it is envisioned that the organization will become 
stabilized. 

(b) In sealing down the size of the facility there are many items which are 
not susceptible to a straight-line reduction proportional to a reduction in person- 
nel, such as cold room refrigeration, service utilities, etc. 

(c) While conversion of the unfinished basement area would provide usable 
space, it would hardly be suitable for habitual occupancy. 

2. The estimate of $3,624,000 is based on plans and specifications which are 
100 percent complete, and represent the closest possible estimating of construc- 
tion costs in the Hanover area. 

3. On the basis of the information presented in paragraph 1 above, it is not 
believed possible to construct a facility which will meet the requirements of the 
Army for the foreseeable future at a cost less than that requested. 

4. It is expected that the cost estimated ($3,624,000) will provide the required 
facility, but a reduction of nearly one-fifth in the estimated cost could prove 
grossly inadequate, requiring a further request on the Congress for funds. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


“The request for the construction of the Cold Regions Laboratory, Hanover, 
N.H., has been approved in the amount of $3 million, a reduction of $624,000 in the 
budget estimates. While the committee realizes that there are other potential 
sites for this essential work, it believes that this location offers the greatest 
operational advantages to the Army. The funds provided by the committee are 
sufficient to construct a building which will meet the requirements of the Army 
in this field for the foreseeable future.” 


Fort CAMPBELL, Ky. 


Senator Stennis. What is your next item, Colonel ? 

Colonel Evans. Fort Campbell, Ky.,sir. We have three items there. 
The first two pertain to motor repair shop and battalion headquarters 
building. The committee has indicated that— 
facilities presently in use for those functions appear to be adequate to meet the 
requirements at this installation. 

The motor repair shop is for organizational maintenance of approxi- 
mately 125 vehicles assigned toa STRAC unit at Fort Campbell. At 
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the present time they are maintaining these vehicles not at the unit 
site as is normal, but at an area 214 miles away. This requires a 5-mile 
round trip a day for each vehicle. 
Senator Stennis. What kind of vehicles, Colonel ? 
Colonel Evans. These would be normal trucks, jeeps, elements of 
that sort. 
BATTALION HEADQUARTERS BUILDING 


Senator Srennis. What about the battalion headquarters build- 
ing? 

Colonel Evans. This is to provide a battalion headquarters build- 
ing for a battalion which was just moved into new permanent barracks. 
At present they are achieving this—of course, you know the desirabil- 
ity and urgency of having a battalion headquarters functioning with 
the unit. Presently they are putting part of the battalion headquar- 
ters in an old cantonment area widely dispersed from the present hous- 
ing area of the units, and the rest of the battalion staff by diverting 
some of the space inside the barracks proper for this battalion adminis- 
trative function. 

DENTAL CLINIC 


Senator Stennis. That gets you down to the dental clinic. What 

do you have to say about that. 
Jolonel Evans. I will ask Colonel Cleland to participate in this. 

Colonel CieLanp. Sir, this is a 28-chair dental clinic, proposed for 
construction in the troop area, Fort Campbell, as replacement for 
World War II cantonment type structure located 2 miles away in which 
the troops have to be hauled. Within the troop area we require to have 
two medical facilities, a dispensary, and a dental clinic. They are part 
of the troop housing area. For that reason we think this project is 
essential. 


Sesiator Srennis. You have these in hospitals in some places, do 
ou not ¢ 

. Colonel CLetanp. Yes, sir. We put several chairs in the hospital 
to take care of hospital cases but not the routine dental work that is 
done for the troops on the post. 

Senator Stennis. I thought that was one of the reasons that justified 
the hospitals; that you had your dental facilities in many of the new 
ones. When you build a new hospital now don’t you build in a dental 
clinic, too ? 

Colonel Cietanp. In the smaller hospitals we combine the dental 
clinic with the hospital where two are required. The larger hospitals 
will have only the required chairs to serve the inpatients. For ex- 
ample in the 150-bed hospital, currently under construction at Fort 
Meade, two dental chairs will be installed for this purpose. 

Senator Stennis. Anything further? 

Colonel CieLanp. No, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Thank you very much. 

(The justification follows :) 
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Fort CaMPBELL, Ky. 


House Restoration 
action requested 


- Motor repair shop . ——_— = +$104, 000 
—— hendeuastas building 55, 000 55, 000 
ab, 000 +498, 000 


— 657, 000 +657, 000 


REASONS FOR RESTORATION REQUEST 


1. Motor repair shop 


Failure to restore this project will result in a continued loss of vehicles and 
travel time, plus operating cost incidental to the additional operation of approxi- 
mately 125 vehicles, at an annual cost of $7,000. This repair shop is required 
for maintenance and repair for 125 vehicles presently assigned to a STRAC unit 
at Fort Campbell, Ky. Presently, these vehicles are being maintained in existing 
mobilization-type shops, which are some 214 miles distant from the unit to 
which these vehicles are attached. This necessitates a round trip of 5 miles 
daily for each vehicle plus resulting in a loss of time in the daily scheduling 
and dispatching of the vehicles. The mobilization-type buildings which are 
presently being used are extremely overcrowded inasmuch as before this addi- 
tional maintenance load was imposed, the buildings were fully occupied by 
maintenance functions of other units in closer proximity to the buildings. The 
imposition of this additional load has resulted in a considerable delay in 
scheduling of vehicles through the buildings for maintenance; thus many of 
the vehicles are deadlined for a considerable amount of time outside of the 
structures awaiting available shop space so that they can be repaired and 
returned to use. This is an additional intangible cost which is incurred as a 
result of this overcrowding of the existing facility and the wide separation 
between the unit to which these vehicles are assigned and the closest available 
maintenance facility. 


2. Battalion headquarters building 


This project is urgently required to provide facilities for administrative, 
supply and command functions for a battalion recently installed in a new bar- 
racks area at Fort Campbell. Because of the lack of a battalion headquarters 
building the command administration and supply functions are forced to be 
located in old World War II buildings located a mile from the housing area of 
the troops. This imposes severe problems in the command and administration 
of the troops and necessitates a substantial amount of transportation traflic 
between the headquarters unit and the troop area. Additionally, as an emer- 
gency measure in an effort to alleviate some of the severe deficiencies to this 
system, some barracks spaces in the new barracks have been diverted for com- 
mand and administrative purposes. This has resulted in a further dispersal of 
the command and administrative functions from the troop housing area inas- 
much as the troops displaced have had to be quartered in World War II barracks 
at some distance from the permanent troop housing area. Provisions for the 
battalion headquarters building will enable the concentration of all command 
administration and supply functions immediately adjacent to the battalion 
troop barracks and will release that portion of the troop barracks which is now 
diverted to administrative use to troop housing for which it is intended. 


3. Dental clinic 


The proposed dental clinic is required to provide dental care for military 
personnel in the new permanent troop housing area. Current needs are being 
met by use of two semipermanent buildings, constructed in 1942, which are to 
be demolished to make way for future permanent construction. These buildings 
are poorly ventilated and, despite excessive maintenance expenditures, are in 
need of major repairs. Moreover, they are located some 2 to 3 miles from the 
new permanent troop housing area, thus causing excessive travel and lost time 
to troops. Laboratory facilities in the existing clinics are inadequate and 
operational cost is excessive due to loss of perishable dental supplies caused 
by uncontrolled temperature and humidity. Expansion or modernization of these 
facilities is not economically practicable. 
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Failure to provide the proposed dental clinic will require the continued use 
of existing mobilization type clinics, thus increasing maintenance costs, and 
because of distance from troop housing area, require needless lost time for 
personnel to receive dental care. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


The committee report indicated that the committee had denied appropriations 
for these facilities on the basis that they felt that “Facilities presently in use 


for these functions appear to be adequate to meet the requirements at this 
installation.” 


Fort RucKER, ALA. 


Colonel Evans. The next item, sir, is the aviation school at Fort 
Rucker, Ala., academic building, in the amount of $429,000. The 
House stated that— 


The committee fails to see the need for a new academic building and accord- 
ingly has deleted the item from the bill. The entire matter of the academic 
facilities at this location should be studied as to cost, design, and scope. 

The present facility at Fort Rucker, which is the home of Army 
aviation, and the school home for it, consists of 54 academic class- 
rooms in World War II mobilization buildings. Approximately 50 
percent of them, actually 27 of them, have been renovated and im- 
proved to provide a minimum acceptable standard. Generally —— 
ing, though, these World War II barracks are very r academic 
rooms because of the posts and other intervening elements in the 
construction which precluded , visibility and hearing for 
classroom work. The proposed building, which would provide a mod- 
ern academic facility of 6 large classrooms housing 45 each with mod- 
ern map tables and so on, would not replace any of these 27 rooms 
which have already been renovated. The Army considers it a very 


important element of providing adequate training for its pilots and 
their schooling. 


(The justification follows :) 


Army Aviation Scuoou, Fort Rucker, Ata. 


Budget House Restoration 
request action requested 


Academic building $429, 000 —$429, 000 +$429, 000 


REASONS FOR RESTORATION REQUEST 
Academic building 


1. This item is needed to provide suitable classrooms, administrative space and 
sanitation facilities for instruction in highly technical aviation subjects. These 
classrooms are designed to permit the proper utilization of training aids, visual- 
audio projection equipment and teaching techniques that are essential if the 
student is to grasp and understand the technical matter being taught in our 
short concise courses. The classrooms will provide adequate lighting, heating, 
ventilation and sanitation facilities as well as blackboards, platforms, adequate 
ceiling heights and an unobstructed view of the instructor platform. 

2. This item will permit a degree of consolidation of academic facilities for 
efficiency of operation. The facilities now in use are scattered and inadequate. 

3. This item is needed so that the use of the unimproved temporary mobilization 
type buildings (messhall, barracks and shop buildings) which were built as a 
cantonment area for an infantry division during World War II can be discon- 
tinued. These buildings have all the physical inconveniences and hinderances 
to instruction that the proposed facility will eliminate as outlined above. 

42550— 59——-43 
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Nortr.—All academic classrooms at the Army Aviation School are temporary 
World War II mobilization buildings. Approximately 50 percent of them have 
been renovated and improved to minimum acceptable standards. The requested 
academic building will not replace any renovated classrooms. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


“The committee fails to see the need for a new academic building requested for 
Fort Rucker, Ala., in the amount of $429,000 and accordingly has deleted this 
item for the bill. The entire matter of academic faci:ities at this location 
should be restudied as to cost, design and scope.” 


Fort SAM Houston, TEx. 


Senator Stennis. The next item, please. 

Colonel Evans. The next item is Fort Sam Houston. Again this 
is an aviation facility or facilities consisting of airfield pavement for 
nelieapten-<rather a pad; operational facilities—and hangar with 
shop. 

These were denied by the House committee with the statement that 
they believe existing aviation facilities at many airfields located in 
this area are sufficient to meet the requirements at Fort Sam Houston. 

This will require taking a step at a time, sir. There are two ele- 
ments in this helicopter equipment at Fort Sam Houston. One is 
an ambulance detachment—a helicopter ambulance detachment. It 
consists of five helicopters. That detachment presently is stationed at 
Brooks Air Force Base which is 18 miles away beuk Fort Sam Houston 
and the Army Medical Center hospital. The detachment is used in 
training and helps develop the doctrines and techniques for helie¢opter 
medical evacuation operations and ambulance service. The Air Force 
has indicated that the Brooks Air Force Base is being closed down; it 
is just prohibitive for the Army to maintain that facility merely for 
the operation of these five helicopters and the detachment proper. 

Senator Stennis. How far away are the others? 

Colonel Evans. I am coming back to the others in just a minute. 
I am just going through this detachment. This ambulance detach- 
ment, as I said, is stationed 18 miles away. The nearest other airfield 
is about 15 miles away from Fort Sam Houston. On that basis, trying 
to be ready at night and any other time, really is a very ineffective 
operation, to say the least. 

Now there are four more helicopters which are actually assigned 
to the medical training center right there at Fort Sam Houston. 
They are located there right at the Brooke Army Hospital, they are on 
a temporary expedient pad; they stay near the hospital; they are not 
isolated like this detachment. This is a makeshift heliport consisting 
of an abandoned motor vehicle park which is inadequate to combine 
the two units. The flight area is muddy and dusty and we have to 
maintain the helicopters outdoors. 

The requested facility would give us a usable facility for the nine 


medical helicopters out there, plus one other assigned to 4th Army 
Headquarters. 


TOTAL LOAD OF HELICOPTERS 


Senator Stennis. Do you not expect to have more than nine heli- 
copters there ? 

Colonel Evans. At present I don’t know of any additional require- 
ments other than transients coming in and out, sir. 
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Senator Srennis. Is that your total load of helicopters now, nine? 

Colonel Evans. Nine for the medical, sir. There is one reconnais- 
sance helicopter, making the 10th one, for the Headquarters, 4th 
Army. 2 : ‘ 

Senator Stennis. Fort Sam Houston is a large Army installation, 
is it not? 

Colonel Evans. Yes, very large, Headquarters, 4th Army, and then 
it has the Army Medical Center. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

Mr. Suorr. I was there, Mr. Chairman, recently and they have a 
pretty strong need. I think the sentence you should pay attention to 
is inthe second paragraph of the second page: 

The quality of instruction which includes employment, loading and unloading 
techniques and inflight medical care of casualties, is impaired because most of the 
helicopters must be based far from the training center. 

Particularly if there are serious injuries in aircraft crashes and 
there are severe burns then it endangers the lives of the injured men. 

(The justification follows :) 


Fort Sam Houston, TEx. 








Item Budget | House Restoration 
request action requested 
1. Airfield pavement (rotary wing) --.--.-.-....--.--.--------- $131, 000 —$131, 000 +$131, 000 
2. Aviation operation facilities. .........-...-.-.-------------- 159, 000 —159, 000 +159, 000 
3. Hangar with shop, storage, and administrative space 
RT WIR aoa oo Ss a ek’ 220, 000 —220, 000 +220, 000 
rent aan aarar ate ec asknsaneseanune 510, 000 —510, 000 +510, 000 





REASONS FOR RESTORATION REQUEST 


1. Airfield pavement (rotary wing) 
2. Aviation operation facilities 


8. Hangar with shop, storage, and administrative space (rotary wing) 


These items are needed to provide a lighted heliport with maintenance facili- 
ties for five utility helicopters assigned to the 82d Medical Detachment (heli- 
copter ambulance) and two utility and two reconnaissance helicopters assigned 
to the U.S. Army Medical Training Center. All of these helicopters are equipped 
for medical evacuation. The heliport will also be used by one reconnaissance 
helicopter assigned to Headquarters, 4th Army and by transient helicopters in- 
cluding those delivering and picking up patients at Brook Army Hospital. 

The four helicopters assigned to the U.S. Army Medical Training Center are 
now based at Brook Army Hospital, Fort Sam Houston, on a makeshift heli- 
port which consists of an abandoned motor vehicle park and a small wood 
frame motor vehicle shop. The flight area is muddy when wet and dusty 
when dry, and the helicopters must be maintained outdoors. 

The makeshirt heliport is too small to house the 82d Medical Detachment; 
therefore this detachment must be based at Brooks AFB, 18 miles from the 
hospital and the medical training center. This detachment, in coordination 
with the U.S. Army Medical Center, is charged with developing doctrine and 
techniques for the tactical employment of medical helicopter ambulance com- 
panies. This mission is seriously jeopardized because the detachment is based 
so far from the medical training center that close coordination between the two 
is impossible. (Note: The nearest airfield is approximately 15 miles from 
Fort Sam Houston.) 

The 82d Medical Detachment and the medical training center’s helicopters 
are also used to train doctors and first aid students in the proper utilization 
of helicopters in the aeroevacuation role. The quality of instruction, which 
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includes employment, loading and unloading techniques, and inflight medical 
care of casualities, is impaired because most of the helicopters must be based 
far from the training center. 

It is essential that all medical helicopters be based at Fort Sam Houston 
to provide prompt and effective aeromedical evacuation services. When an 
emergency which requires inflight patient care arises, the helicopter must pick 
up a doctor and special medical equipment before going to the site of the emer- 
gency. This is impossible if the helicopter is based 18 miles from the hospital. 
Furthermore, 24-hour, day, night, and inclement weather aeromedical evacuation 
cannot be accomplished on an unimproved, unlighted area on a continuous 
basis. 


: HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 
1. Airfield pavement (rotary wing) 
2. Aviation operation facilities 


S$. Hangar with shop, storage, and administrative space (rotary wing) 


“The committee has denied the request of $510,000 for certain aviation facili- 
ties requested at this location, believing that existing aviation facilities at many 
airfields located in this area are sufficient to meet the requirements at Fort 
Sam Houston.” 


Fort Buiss 


Senator Stennis. The next item, Colonel. 

Colonel Evans. The next item is most perplexing or complicated 
to tackle. Now we are talking about Fort Bliss. The House com- 
mittee report stated : 


The committee feels that additional reductions can be achieved at this lo- 
cation as a result of reductions in Army surface-to-air missile programs made by 
the Department of Defense subsequent to submission of the budget estimates. 
Accordingly the committee approves $8 million for the construction program 
here with instructions that it be applied to essential operational facilities after 
a detailed review of the effect of the new air defense concept on the workload 
at Fort Bliss. 


This approval of the $8 million in effect is denying $1 million. We 
have a list of 24 projects here. They have been geared, to the best 
of our knowledge, to the forthcoming air defense program. We do 
not know where to start on what was cut out, but we actually feel that 
we have a continuing need for all of these projects. 

Senator Stennis. As a fair interpretation, does the House expect 
you to take the $8 million and go as far as you can go on 9 million 
dollars’ worth of projects? 

Colonel Evans. That is the only way I can interpret it. 

Senator Stennis. They did not delete any line items? 

Colonel Evans. No, sir. We have rather comprehensive reclama 
statements which I would like to submit for the record, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Yes. 

(The justification follows :) 
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Fort Buss, Tex. 










| 
Item Budget 





House Restoration 
action ! requested 




























. Radar park, HAWK (Tobin Wells)-...........----------- 
Enlisted men’s mess hall (1,000-man (Tobin Wells) --._---- 
ll wales men’s barracks without mess (80-man) (Logan 
TI = ance satan ekdeliven ss:tliievinsne Doha ne atone GREE Iai Ta ints dhs eas antennas atalino 
Enlisted men’s mess hall (1,000-man) orem Heights) - --- 
. Fuel storage and warhead area (GMT 
Guided missile control tower ( AWK) i aieteainatl side Boden 
. 5 Guided missile field ammo storage buildings (GMTR)_-_ 
By ct MS ee ie ae 
Ordnance supply and storage buil OGRE ood. 
10. 3 enlisted men’s barracks (80-man) ( ies ssganhiese 274,000 
11. Consolidated mess (500-men) (GMTR)-_--...-----.----_--- 218, 000 
12. Roads and hardstands—-HAWK launching facilities 
ER ke ciara cise aries Rae ad hae Sls See 
13, Assembiy and test building (Oro Grande) --..........-.---- I cetae cssnigets ving bic ie ducinaatete 
14. Motor repair shop and facilities (Oro Grande) ---_----_--- oe rcn nga Rs ae sia cic 
15. Batvalion headquarters and s a, building (Oro Grande) _ 
16. 2 enlisted men’s barracks without mess (80-man) (Oro 
17. Bachelor officers’ quarters (Oro Grande) 
18. Extension of water line to Oro Grande 
19. Storm drainage (2d mement) aa 
20. 4 battalion motor repair sho’ 
21. 4 battalion motor park facilities... Bee gerne omarumee 
22. Hardstand (4 battalion motor parks) 
23. Regimental chapel (300-seat) 


SENS P gtr 





I ce aa a —1, 001, 000 +1, 001, 000 





1 No specific cuts were made by the House. An across-the-board cut was made. 


REASONS FOR RESTORATION REQUEST 
General 


1. The U.S. Army Air Defense Center, Fort Bliss, Tex., is the Army’s agency 
for coordinating the study, development, evaluation, and teaching of tactical, 
technical, logistical, and training doctrines and programs concerning antiaircraft 
artillery and surface-to-air missiles of interest to commander, Continental 
Armies, and provides facilities for some surface-to-surface missile firing for the 
Army Artillery and Missile Center, Fort Sill, Okla. 

2. Further reduction of the Fort Bliss fiscal year 1960 MCA program will— 

(a) interfere with the scheduled output of HAWK battalions; 

(b) require Fort Sill surface-to-surface firing activities to operate with 

inadequate facilities ; 
(c) jeopardize Department of the Army directed, increasing surface-to- 
air annual service practice mission at McGregor Range; and 

(d) increase Fort Bliss maintenance costs. 
1. Radar park, HAWK (Tobin Wells). 
2. Enlisted men’s messhall (1,000-man) (Tobin Wells). 
6. Guided-missile control tower (HAWK). 
12. Roads and hardstands—HAWK launching facilities (GMTR). 
These are the only items remaining to support a new mission of producing 
HAWK battalions at the rate prescribed by current directives. To adjust for 
the HAWK CONUS reduction, the Department of the Army in December 1958 
eliminated $17 million from initial construction plans in support of HAWK. 
Fiscal year 1960 HAWK construction remaining is considered the absolute 
minimum required to conduct current assigned missions. It is important to note 
that HAWK requirements in the fiscal year 1960 MCA program is the first project 
requested to be constructed in support of HAWK training. Should these train- 
ing facilities be canceled, this center would have no specific HAWK training 
facilities available. Reduction of the total number of HAWK battalions in 
Department of Defense surface-to-air defense programs for the Army has no 
effect on facilities requirements at Fort Bliss. Training base facilities require- 
ments are dependent solely on the rate of output of battalions and the length 
of the training period per battalion. Unless the rate of production of battalions 
per month as currently scheduled by the Department of the Army is changed, 
every HAWK facility in the fiscal year 1960 program will be required, whether 
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the rate continues for 1 year or many years. Planned training programs are 
considered minimum adequate length. 

3. 11 enlisted men’s barracks without mess (80-man) (Logan Heights). 

4. Enlisted men’s messhall (1,000-man) (Logan Heights). 

5. Fuel storage and warhead area (GMTR). 

7. Five guided-missile fuel and ammo storage buildings (GMTR). 

8. Six magazines (GMTR). 

. Ordnance supply and storage building (GMTR). 

10. Three enlisted men’s barracks (80-man) (GMTR). 
11, Consolidated mess (500-man) (GMTR). 

These items are urgently needed for general support of the increased density 
of firings for annual service practice for battalions already in being. This range 
must support firing of all USARADCOM, U.S. oversea, and MAP mission surface- 
to-air, AJAX, HERCULES, and HAWK battalions. 

3. Assembly and test building (Oro Grande). 

. Motor repair shop and facilities (Oro Grande). 

. Battalion headquarters and supply building (Oro Grande). 

. Enlisted men’s barracks without mess (80-man) (Oro Grande). 

- Bachelor officers’ quarters (Oro Grande). 

. Extension of water line to Oro Grande. 

These facilities are to provide logistical accommodations and the very minimum 
of essential facilities in support of Fort Sill’s surface-to-surface activities on 
ranges available to this center. Any reduction of these facilities will force the 
extended bivouacs and operations in the bare desert. Sandstorms, extremely 
high temperatures complicated by water shortages, and cloudbursts will cause 
increased costs of maintenance, deterioration of expensive missiles and missile 
equipment, and reduce personnel efficiency and morale. This headquarters 
believes that living conditions for troops at Oro Grande are the worst in the 
continental United States. 


19. Storm drainage (second increment). 

20. Four battalion motor repair shops. 

21. Four battalion motor park facilities. 

22. Hardstand (four battalion motor parks). 


These facilities are critically needed for the general improvement and re- 
duction of Fort Bliss maintenance costs. This center is vulnerable to storm 
damage unless storm drainage is installed soon. Also, motor pool facilities are 
inadequate because of inability to support previous Fort Bliss expansion. 


23. Regimental chapel (300 seat). 

No chapel exists in the area (housing approximately 14,500 enlisted men) 
where this chapel is proposed. The nearest existing chapel (200 seats) is more 
than 2% miles away. It is already used to capacity. Other chapels are 4 to 6 
miles from the new barracks area. It is essential that this chapel be provided 
so that proper spiritual guidance can be given to the young men living in this 
area. 

HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


“The committee feels that additional reductions can be achieved at this location 
as a result of reductions in Army surface-to-air missile programs made by the 
Department of Defense subsequent to submission of the budget estimates. 
Accordingly, the committee approves $8 million for the construction program 
here with instructions that it be applied to essential operational facilities after 
a detailed review of the effect of the new air defense concept on the workload at 
Fort Bliss.” 

EFFECT OF REDUCTION 


Colonel Evans. If we do go on with such reduction, we believe this 
will do one of several things: interfere with the scheduled output of 
the HAWK battalion; or else it would require that the surface-to- 
surface firing activities in support of Fort Sill would be run at a 
very reduced ability; or else it will jeopardize the annual surface-to- 
air firing target practice at McGregor Range; or result in increased 
Fort Bliss maintenance cost by having to knock out the drainage or 
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maintenance facilities. So each of these has to be studied and its 
overall impact adjudicated. 

Senator Stennis. I was really hopeful you could make reductions 
in this after you changed plans. -I remember these items when they 
were in the authorization bill for Fort Bliss, around $10 million, the 
way I remember it. 

olonel Evans. Something over $10 million. 

Senator Stennis. When did you get it down to $9 million? 

Colonel Evans. We put in an adjustment to the appropriation while 
we were up here on the Hill. 

Senator Stennis. You had your adjustments in before this appro- 
priation figure was fixed ? 


ORIGINAL BUDGET ESTIMATE 


Colonel Evans. Before this House appropriation figure was fixed. 
As the House report states, the original budget estimate was $10,417,- 
000. In a letter received subsequently we reduced it to $9 million. 

Senator Stennis. I was not familiar with that letter. 

Colonel Evans. That came to the committee, sir. That was a reduc- 
tion which we requested following the decision on the surface-to-air 
missile problem in general. So we have already taken out a million 
and a half dollars in effect. This would further reduce the figure 
by a million dollars. 

Senator Srennis. All right. Is there anything further on this? 

Colonel Evans. No, sir. 


Fort SILt, OKLA. 


The next station is Fort Sill, Okla., a somewhat related matter in 
which the House committee report deletes $3,079,000 for missile facili- 
ties. Now these missile facilities are surface-to-surface missiles and 
they consist of five different elements, three missile ground handling 
equipment buildings, three missile maintenance equipment shops and 
facilities, three missile battalion equipment parks, field artillery mis- 
sile training command, missile maintenance shop, and the missile 
maintenance shop for the REDSTONE ordnance support com- 
pany. These three missile ground handling equipment buildings are 
urgently needed to provide instructional shop space in the new sur- 
face-to-surface missile with which the Army is to be equipped. 

Senator Stennis. Which missile is this? 

Colonel Evans. This will be REDSTONE, LACROSSE, PER- 
SHING, any of those. 

Senator Stennis. Tactical missiles? 

Colonel Evans. Tactical, yes sir. 

Mr. Snort. HONEST JOHN and LITTLE JOHN. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

Colonel Evans. These missile handling equipment buildings are 
actually a part of the Department of Artillery Transport Academic 
facilities. 

Senator Srennis. I do not see where this is particularly tied in with 
your air defense. 
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SURFACE-TO-SURFACE MISSILES RANGE 


Colonel Evans. We do not either, sir. We don’t understand it. We 
are a bit perplexed. Of course we do some of the longer range firing 
for surface-to-ground missiles down at Fort Bliss which we have al- 
ready talked about. That is one of the impacts we have to consider 
if we accept that $1 million reduction there. But these are actually 
for missiles which are going units, including LACROSSE and the 
REDSTONE and others which are right now ready to be put into 
operation, I mean with troops that are manned as tactical units. 

Senator Stennis. You say all of this at Fort Sill relates to surface- 
to-surface missiles? 

Colonel Evans. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Tactical missiles? 

Colonel Evans. Right. 

Senator STENNIs. Used by the Army alone? 

Colonel Evans. Right, sir. 


GROUND FIGHTING EQUIPMENT 


Senator Stennis. As part of the ground fighting equipment? 

Colonel Evans. That is correct, sir. One of these missile shops for 
REDSTONE is for a REDSTONE field artillery group which will be 
permanently stationed at Fort Sill as part of the school training there. 

Senator Stennis. It seems to me that you have to have a good many 
maintenance shops and all. For instance, here are three maintenance 
shops at this one place. Why do you have to have so many? This 
may be a good idea, to have many, they do not cost so much, but what 
is your idea there? 

Colonel Evans. Well, with the workload we have there, as we point 
out here, they have some 15,000 classes that are approximately 40 
minutes long, scheduled during the year. It is widely broken down 
into three—I don’t have the information. 

General Travs. Mr. Chairman, I believe I can answer that question. 
I am an old field artillery man. Fort Sill is my old training ground. 
Items 4 and 5 are field artillery missile maintenance shops, those of 
a missile training command. The other is called an sean sup- 


port company. Different echelons of maintenance are performed in 
each of these shops. In the missile training command field mainte- 
nance would be performed, that is, maintenance of a less complex char- 
acter would be performed. In other words, maintenance by the using 
aa We have always had that distinction in that maintenance 
work. 

Senator Stennis. All — 


Colonel Evans. Major Fimiani can explain a little more in detail 
as to what is going on in the firing, if you would care to inquire fur- 
ther, or we can go on to the next item. 

Senator Stennis. What was that now? 

Colonel Evans. We have Major Fimiani who can speak with more 
authority on the operations that are being conducted there. 

Senator Stennis. Give usa brief word, Major. 
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SURFACE-TO-SURFACE MISSILE TRAINING 


Major Frurant. The surface-to-surface missile training and battal- 
ion activation takes place at Fort Sill where we have the RED- 
STONE, CORPORAL, the SERGEANT, and the LACROSSE mis- 
siles underway, their tactical organization. Their firing, however, 
takes place at Fort Bliss on the Oro Grande, which is in New 
Mexico. 

If Fort Bliss is shorted, the million dollars deleted by the House, 
these facilities at Oro Grande— 

Senator Stennis. It is $3 million; is it not? 

Major Frumant. $1 million, sir. 

Senator Stennis. That right ; $1.450 million. 

Major Fimrant. This is how the activities at Fort Sill and Fort Bliss 
tie together. The $1 million at Fort Bliss will be used to improve 
the Oro Grande range facility which are now practically nonexistent. 

At the moment we will have—I can’t give the total number, sir, it is 
classified—but we will have quite a number of surface-to-surface mis- 
sile battalions which will require annual service practice shoots in the 
Fort Bliss area. Of course, at Fort Sill we will continue to activate 
and train new type units. We have new missile systems coming in 
which will require these facilities. 

Senator Stennis. You require them now at Fort Sill, you mean? 

Major Fimrant. Fort Sill and Fort Bliss. 

Senator Cuavez. Fort Bliss is where you use the finished product? 

Major Fimtant. Fort Bliss is where they fire, sir, due to the range 
limitations at Fort Sill. 

Colonel Evans. They go there for a limited period and then return 
to Fort Sill or wherever their home station is located. 

Senator Srennis. All right. I think that covers it pretty well for 
the record. 

(The justification follows :) 


Fort Siu, OKia. 


Item Budget House Restoration 
request action requested 
1, 3 missile ground handling equipment buildings_-_--.-...-.-- $1, 155,000 | —$1, 155,000 | +$1, 155, 000 
2. 3 missile maintenance equipment shops and facilities bic 691, 000 —691, 000 +691, 000 
3. Hardstand—3 missile battalion equipment park--.-__--.----- 748, 000 —748, 000 +748, 000 
4. Missile maintenance shop, Field Artillery Missile Training 
I 06 da dota cn dsm ahteed shorn acascnaelncedead 246, 000 —246, 000 +246, 000 
5. Missile maintenanee shop, ordnance support company, 
OF anne ee cecaccabasccscacunnonasoeccnctacs 239, 000 —239, 000 +239, 000 


hice bik cist ee Sen retain Inabinen oa menenaee 3,079,000 | —3,079, 000 +3, 079, 000 


REASONS FOR RESTORATION REQUEST 


General.—The Artillery and Missile Center, Fort Sill, Okla., as the Army’s 
field artillery missile training agency, has the mission of conducting the courses 
of instruction and furnishing trained personnel to meet the needs of all field 
artillery missile and rocket units. It also provides the supervision of the 
activation, training, and preparation of missile and rocket units for both CONUS 
and overseas deployment where applicable. These missions have created urgent 
requirements for specialized instructional, maintenance and repair facilities for 
which the House Appropriations Committee has denied funds. These facilities 
are needed to meet surface-to-surface missile and rocket unit activations, training 
requirements and stationing in the fiscal year 1961-64 period and subsequent 
thereto. 
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As missiles progressed technically and the need for the development of tactical 
and organizational doctrine became urgent, it became apparent that the school 
having primary tactical interest in the weapon should be responsible for all 
aspects of training. This was evidenced by the necessity for integrating the 
particular weapons systems into the framework of conventional weapons in both 
the air defense and field artillery fields. Thus, the commandant at Fort Sill was 
given the responsibility for development of tactical and organizational doctrine 
for surface-to-surface artillery (HONEST JOHN, LITTLE JOHN, LACROSSE, 
CORPORAL, SERGEANT and PERSHING), while the commandant at Fort 
Bliss retained the responsibility for the development of tactical and organiza- 
tional doctrine for surface-to-air artillery (NIKE AJAX, NIKE HERCULES, 
HAWEK, and future air defense weapons). 

The revised air defense program has no direct effect on training programs at 
Fort Sill, Okla. The facilities at Fort Bliss are expected to be fully utilized in 
the foreseeable future and at Fort Bliss there are no excess facilities that could 
be used for the surface-to-surface missile programs currently planned for Fort 
Sill, Okla. 

During the period from World War II until the present time, by costly modi- 
fication of temporary existing structures, Fort Sill has been able to carry out its 
mission as regards cannon artillery and to a limited extent, as regards missiles. 
The impact of denying funds for the various missile facilities at Fort Sill follows: 
(Although the construction requests may be identified with current missile sys- 
tems, the items also are required for subsequent missile systems in the fiscal 
year 1961-64 period and beyond.) 


Item No. 1—Three missile ground handling equipment buildings 


The Department of Artillery Transport, formerly the Department of Motors, 
conducts some 15,100 40-minute periods of instruction each year in both con- 
ventional and missile type specialists courses. Throughout the year the Depart- 
ment of Artillery Transport has five to nine classes in residence in these specialist 
courses. Specialist instruction given in this Department is broken down 75 
percent in shops or laboratories and 25 percent in classrooms. Item 1 is actually 
a part of the overall construction program planned for the Department of Motor 
Transport. The main academic building for which funds are being provided will 
provide adequate, safe, and properly designed space for the presentation of truly 
effective instruction. The three missile maintenance ground handling and equip- 
ment buildings will provide instructional shop space for the required items of 
missile handling equipment. These buildings are pianned for missile peculiar 
equipment and they will be located in the vicinity of the academic building. 
Failure to provide these facilities will result in limitations on shop instruction 
for maintenance specialists. 


Item No. 2—Three missile maintenance equipment shops and facilities 


Item No. 3—Hardstand, three missile battalion equipment park 


The three missile maintenance equipment shop and facilities, and the hard- 
stands for three missile battalion equipment parks are urgent requirements to 
support the LACROSSE activation and training programs. There is a serious 
deficiency in motor maintenance facilities and equipment parks for existing units 
at Fort Sill at the present time. Failure to provide these facilities will have a 
direct effect on the capability of Fort Sill to support the LACROSSE activation 
program. These facilities also are planned for use in connection with future 
missile systems. 


Item No. 4—Missile maintenance shop, Field Artillery Missile Training Command 


Missile maintenance shop, 1st Field Artillery Missile Brigade, is required to 
furnish protection to a REDSTONE training missile and allied equipment and 
to provide a facility for the conduct of advanced individual training for RED- 
STONE replacement personnel. In the event the facility is not made available, 
the complex and costly equipment can be afforded marginal protection from the 
elements by being stored under canvas when not in use. When the equipment 
is being used in training, it will be exposed to the weather. Because of the size 
and complexity of the REDSTONE missile, there are no substitute facilities 
which could be used at Fort Sill. The REDSTONE troop trained specialist 
replacement program began in March 1959. This program is designed to accom- 
plish the training of students to provide replacement personnel for REDSTONE 
units in the field. Failure to provide this facility will result in a reduction in 
the quality of training which will be reflected in REDSTONE unit operational 
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effectiveness. This facility will be used for similar training programs for sub- 
sequent missile systems. 
Item No. 5—Missile maintenance shop, ordnance support company, REDSTONE 


Missile maintenance shop, ordance support company, and missile ground 
handling equipment facility are minimum facilities required for the 209th Field 
Artillery Group (REDSTONE), an existing unit, which is presently receiving 
the bulk of its TOE equipment. The 209th Group will be permanently sta- 
tioned at Fort Sill for school support. Two prefabricated buildings, ordnance 
company maintenance shop, and ground. handling facility are urgently needed 
for this unit. Because of the specialized nature of the ordnance company’s 
equipment, there is no substitute facility which could be used in lieu of the 
requested facility. Failure to provide this facility will increase maintenance 
problems and costs and hinder the ordnance company’s capability to perform 
its mission. This facility also will be required for subsequent missile systems. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


“The committee has denied the request for funds for various missile facilities 
at Fort Sill, Okla. The Army will be expected to thoroughly reexamine the 
training load at this installation and at Fort Bliss, Tex., especially in light of 
the revised air defense program, prior to again requesting funds for missile 
facilities at these installations.” 


HELEMANO, HAWAII 


Senator Stennis. What do you have next, Colonel ? 

Colonel Evans. Sir, I believe we are about ready to go into oversea 
areas—I am making a double check here—except for one very highly 
classified matter. 

Senator Srennis. Keep your classified ones until the last. Let us 
move on to the others. 

Colonel Evans. The first one is Hawaii. 

Senator Stennis. Mr. Clerk, I hope you can give me a list of these 
tonight. Are they listed in the report as such ? 

Colonel Evans. The first item has to do with Helemano. I will ask 
Colonel Moore to speak on that. 

Senator Stennis. All right, Colonel Moore. 


LAND ACQUISITION 


Colonel Evans. This was a land acquisition, sir, for 60 acres, to 
provide a facility for part of our communications system. 

Colonel Moors. These antennas, sir, are special type which I shall 
not be able to explain in detail except in executive session and I would 
prefer to cover those in detail in the executive session. 

The antennas are needed and this land is needed. It is adjacent to 
the present antenna field. While there is said to be much acreage in 
Hawaii used by the military, if we attempted to put these antennas 
at other than the site we propose we would increase the construction 
cost a great deal because we would have to have special connections 
between the antenna, itself, and the station where the antenna oper- 
ates the terminal equipment. So it would merely increase our cost 
greatly over the $90,000 which is requested here. 

Senator Stennis. What kind of communication—just day-to-day 
communications ? 

Colonel Moore. It is for a special purpose, sir. Again, I need to 
discuss this in executive session. 

Senator Stennis. All right. Put that down for executive session. 
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Senator CHavez. May I inquire, please? 
Senator Srennis. Certainly. 


Fort SHAFTER, HAWAII 


Senator Cuavez. On page 25 of the reclama sheets that we have you 
‘have Fort Shafter, Hawaii, a request for restoration of $2,472,000 
divided into three or four different subjects to provide urgently 
needed houses for senior grade officers assigned to Headquarters, U.S. 
Army, Pacific, and Headquarters, Fort Shafter. 

Colonel Evans. The House committee denied funds for family 
quarters at Fort Shafter in the amount of $2,472,000—they have given 
no reason other than the general discussion they had on the land situ- 
ation in Hawaii in geners!. 

Mr. Gerser. It is presumed that this denial was based on recom- 
mendation for a study of the military land in the Hawaiian Islands 
to achieve maximum utilization of the existing lands but this pro- 
posed study will have no impact upon this proposed construction. 

This project is required to provide urgently needed housing for 
senior grade officers assigned to Headquarters, U.S. Army, Pacific, 
and Headquarters, Fort Shafter. The withdrawal of the Headquar- 
ters, Army Forces, Far East, from Japan during July 1957, and the 
establishment of Headquarters, U.S. Army, Pacific, at Fort Shafter, 
resulted in the critical need for military housing on Oahu becoming 
more aggravated, and acutely so at Fort Shafter because of the neces- 
sary concentration of senior grade officers at one location. 

No senior officer quarters have been constructed at Fort Shafter 
during the past 35 years. The high cost of construction in Hawaii, 
which is about 1.35 times that of Washington, D.C., precludes the 
provision of senior officers’ quarters in Capehart programs without 
adversely affecting both the quality and size of noncommissioned 
officers’ and junior officers’ quarters. Community support is limited 
with new construction being concentrated in high-cost cooperative 
type apartment houses and very expensive for-sale homes located in 
areas with excessive commuting time from Fort Shafter. 

The denial of this project will result in senior grade officers assigned 
to Headquarters, U.S. Army, Pacific, and Headquarters, Fort Shafter, 
continuing to reside in temporary frame quarters, of prior World 
War I vintage, which both termite infestations and rot have ren- 
dered uneconomically repairable. 

Senator Stennis. Thank you, sir. 

The Chair would like to recognize Senator Chavez now for a 
special purpose. 

(The justification follows :) 


OverseEAsS—HELEMANO, Hawatt AND OTHER OvERSEA LOCATIONS 


Item Budget House Restoration 
action requested 


1. Land acquisition, 60 acres 
2. Communication facilities 
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REASONS FOR RESTORATION REQUEST 


Item No.1 





The acquisition of approximately 60 acres of land adjoining the existing 
radio receiving antenna field at Helemano urgently required for erection of two 
horn type antennas. These antennas are required to provide the necessary 
gain and directivity essential to provide reliable communications in the Pacific 
area. The only alternate to the acquisition of this land adjoining the existing 
receiving station is to establish an entirely new receiver site. This, of course, 
would depend upon location of another area having the necessary characteristics 
and would necessitate increased construction costs. 


Item No. 2 


The cost estimates in this program are based on previous construction experi- 
ence and are believed to be sound. Therefore any reduction in funds will necessi- 
tate that some construction must be deferred. All of the items in this program 
are of high priority in the development and improvement of the worldwide 
communications system. If sufficient funds are not provided to accomplish all of 
the authorized items it will be necessary to defer barracks construction at the 
Pacific Scatter System Facility No. 2 and to drastically reduce the accomplish- 
ment modifications and construction authorized at the Tokyo Army Communica- 
tion Administration Network Primary Tape Relay Center at Camp Drake. The 
barracks construction is required at Pacific Scatter System Facility No. 2 due to 
its isolated location and the lack of any other troop housing facilities in the 
area. The entire $1,796,000 requested for the Tokyo Army Communication 
Administration Network Primary Tape Relay Center is required to provide an 
adequate location for this facility and to provide a reliable emergency power- 
plant. If funds for this purpose are not provided operations will continue to be 


subject to loss of communications capability from Japan into the ACAN Global 
Communication System. 






















































































HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 





Item No.1 


Pending study of the overall land problem in Hawaii the committee has deleted 


the request of $90,000 for land acquisition at the Helemano Radio Receiving 
Station. 


Item No. 2 


The committee has approved $4 million for certain Signal Corps facilities 
in oversea areas, a reduction of $966,000 in the budget estimates. The committee 
believes that with closer screening and an analysis of the need for communica- 
tion facilities in oversea areas this reduction can be achieved without adversely 
affecting the program. 



































Fort SHarrer, Hawatr 





Budget House 
request action 


Restoration 
requested 















—$2, 472, 000 








64 family quarters (MCA) $2, 472, 000 





+$2, 472, 000 


REASONS FOR RESTORATION REQUEST 


1. This project is required to provide urgently needed housing for senior 
grade officers assigned to Headquarters, U.S. Army, Pacific, and Headquarters, 
Fort Shafter. The withdrawal of the Headquarters, Army Forces, Far East, 
from Japan during July 1957, and the establishment of Headquarters, U.S. 
Army, Pacific, at Fort Shafter, resulted in the critical need for military housing 
on Oahu becoming more aggravated, and acutely so at Fort Shafter because of 
the necessary concentration of senior grade officers at one location. 

2. No senior officer quarters have been constructed at Fort Shafter during 
the past 35 years. The high cost of construction in Hawaii, which is about 1.35 
times that of Washington, D.C., precludes the provision of senior officers’ quar- 
ters in Capehart programs without adversely affecting both the quality and size 
of noncommissioned officers’ and junior officeys’ quarters. Community support 
is limited, with new construction being concentrated in high-cost cooperative 
type apartment houses and very expensive for-sale homes located in areas with 
excessive commuting time from Fort Shafter. 
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3. The denial of this project will result in senior grade officers assigned to 
Headquarters, U.S. Army, Pacific, and Headquarters, Fort Shafter, continuing 
to reside in temporary frame quarters, of prior World War I vintage, which 
termite infestations and rot have rendered uneconomically repairable. 





HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


The committee gave no reason for the denial of the requested funds for the 
construction of family quarters at Fort Shafter, only stating that “Funds re 
quested for the construction of family quarters at Fort Shafter are denied.” 


VISIT oF STUDENTS FRoM REPUBLIC OF COLOMBIA 


Senator Cxavez. You know how we are working, Mr. Chairman, 
under high pressure. The State Department was kind enough to send 
a group of students here from the Republic of Colombia. The only 
chance that I have to see them will be in the meeting now. So I would 
like to present them to Chairman Stennis, the military men, and 
Department of Defense civilian employees. 

‘i HY you, young lady, ask the students to stand up and be intro- 

uce 

Senator Stennis. Senator Chavez, and friends from Colombia, let 
me say that all of us give you a special word of welcome here today. 
We are so glad that you could come and see our Congress in operation, 
particularly come to a committee here where Senator Chavez is. 

He tells us so many interesting things about your area of the world, 
your country, the problems as well as your great virtues and fine 
qualities. I wish I knew more about the entire South American Con- 
tinent and particularly your area. I plan to go down there with 
Senator Chavez. 

We are delighted to have you here, and you may come and go as you 
please. We are now in the final month of our session. Come back 
again and visit with us whenever you can. 

All right, Colonel. 


KOREA PROJECTS 


Colonel Evans. Sir, the next item is for Korea, still the Pacific 
Command area. There is a reduction in the House committee report 
in the amount of $237,000 for requirements in Korea. There is no 
statement as to why this was made. 

They merely state that they are providing $7 million for the support 
of troops in Korea, whereas we asked for $7,237,000. As shown by 
the reclama sheet here, that is made up of 15 different items. This 
is in effect, an across-the-board reduction. 

While it may indicate a minor reduction, when you are talking about 
$7 million for Korea, it is a very serious reduction. I think the 
chairman is fully aware of certain of our poor conditions of housing 
and troop operations in Korea at the present time. Some of our units 
even lack adequate water supply and reasonable sewage facilities, 
particularly near the front line. 

We have a few examples of what could have been done with $237,000. 

Senator Stennis. I think you have your point on this. 

(The justification follows :) 
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Korea (Pactric ComMMAND AREA) 





Item Budget House Restoration 
request action ! requested ! 





2 trainfire ranges . - -.....---..-.... 
Dispensary and dental clinic_._. 
. Hospital laboratory facilities _-......_- 
Aircraft maintenance center facilities__.........._-__ PGS 3 
5 bachelor officers’ quarters (30-man)---....-..------------ 
Maintenance and storage facilities (SAC) 
I naa a seat ped meen 
. Miscellaneous facilities__ 
. POL facilities__.._.._. 
10. Miscellaneous facilities. 
11. POL facilities.....-...___ 
12, Ammunition storage, Taejon___...-._- 
13. Ammunition storage, SASP, Wonju 
14. Troop facilities, Kwandae-RI 
15. Troop facilities. 






SEN MHP esr 










Dae lng eee yt epes a aaaseetren te beienednencte 7, 237, 000 —$237, 000 +$237, 000 





1 Specific action by line items is not indicated in House Appropriations Committeé report; an across-the- 
board reduction of $237,000 is reported, as refiected in total. 


REASONS FOR RESTORATION REQUEST 


While the House Appropriations Committee report indicates a reduction of 
$237,000 from a total budget request of $7,237,000, the importance of even this 
comparatively small decrease cannot be overemphasized, particularly as it con- 
cerns Korea. One of the Army’s most deficient areas, insofar as facilities are 
concerned, is Korea where the 8th U.S. Army has a most important forward area 
mission. Recently, representatives of Headquarters, Department of Army, and 
U.S. Army, Pacific, met with the 8th U.S. Army Command in Korea, inspected 
facilities throughout the area, and endeavored to resolve some of the most 
serious deficiencies. Of particular concern is the lack of even potable water and 
reasonable sewerage facilities, particularly for front-line troops to two of our 
divisions. Of equal concern is the inadequacy of storage facilities for equipment 
and material in areas proper for tactical sitations. Appreciable material is in- 
adequately stored at the present time and much of it in undesirable areas. While 
$287,000 may not appear appreciable, for the 8th U.S. Army it is a quite significant 
amount. Some examples of what can be done with this amount are: 

1. The trainfire ranges for the 1st Cavalry Division and the Seoul Area Com- 
mand, and the dispensary at Taegu could both be built for this amount. A new 
concept in the training of troops on ranges is to employ the trainfire instruction 
as differentiated from the old known distance range instruction. However, even 
though we have forward area troops and missions in Korea, we have not yet been 
able to provide the trainfire ranges for this new type of training. As concerns 
the dispensary at Taegu, presently a temporary quonset and part of a two-story 
barracks building is being utilized. These are required for troop housing. 

2. A hospital laboratory at Ascom could be provided for little more than one- 
half of the reduction proposed by the House. The need for a laboratory is 
urgent. It is doubtul that the Army today has anywhere else so many of its 


_ personnel subjected to such a variety of diseases and poor public health condi- 
_ tions as in Korea. 


3. The amount of reduction could in itself provide substantially for the POL 


_ facilities so urgently needed at Inchon, Korea, where deepwater tanker berth 
- facilities are required for the Inchon petroleum terminal. It is through this 
_ terminal that the bulk of POL for our entire operations in Korea is handled. 
_ The strong tidal currents at Inchon are widely known, this port having the sec- 


ond highest tides of any in the world. This condition makes offloading of large 
tankers most difficult, and for an item in this program totaling $250,000, the 
POL handling deficiencies can be corrected. 

4. Again, for the amount of the proposed reduction, troop facilities (2 enlisted 
men barracks, 168 men each) at Camp Coiner in the Seoul Area Command could 
be provided. 

5. For one-half of the proposed reduction, storage for special ammunition could 


_ be provided. The first increment of this storage is being provided under the 
- fiscal year 1959 MCA program. The Army has suffered by fire in this area a loss 
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comparable to the cost of 10 igloos. This program requested $132,000 to pro- 
vide the remaining 3 igloos at this location. The igloos provide protection against 
loss such as had occurred by fire in the winter of 1958-59. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


Under the Pacific Command area, the House report contains the statement, 
“Items approved by the committee include certain facilities at Schofield Barracks, 
Hawaii; Fort Buckner in Okinawa; and $7 million in support of the Army troops 
in Korea.” 

HicH ScHOOL aT HANAU, GERMANY 


Senator Stennis. What is your next item, Colonel ? 

Colonel Evans. The next item is France, but I believe we should 
take that up at the classified session. 

The next one is Germany and we have a high school there which 
we may discuss. Mr. Harrington ? 

Senator Stennis. What is the trouble about your high school? 

Mr. Hagrineron. This is at Hanau, Germany. We have a very 
short facility for schools there. The situation is generally this: 
There are approximately between five and six hundred high school 
students from the Hanau area which is some 10 miles from Frank- 
furt who journey each day to school at the Frankfurt high school. 
The Frankfurt high school is designed for approximately 790 stu- 
dents. In the 1959-60 school year they had an enrollment, counting 
the number of students from Hanau, of slightly in excess of 1,200. 

Naturally this is a considerable degree of crowding. It has ex- 
ceeded the National Association of Secondary Schools recommended 
allowance by almost 14 students per room. They recommend 22 stu- 
dents per room for high school. 

Currently, they have a ratio there now of about 34 to 35 students 
per room. Based on the forecast for the school year 1960 and 1961 
and the school year 1962—in other words, the next two school years, 
we expect the high school enrollment in Hanau to go to around 1,640. 

Now, obviously, we cannot compress 1,640-——— 

Senator Stennis. Why would there be such an increase ? 

Mr. Harrineton. Well, sir, I am sure that you are more familiar 
than I am with the severe school shortage in the United States. I 
also feel sure that you are equally aware that the most critical short- 
age here in the United States as well as overseas is in the high school 
areas because—— 

Senator Stennis. I mean by that, are you moving any additional 
people into the area ? 

Mr. Harrrneron. No, sir. 

Mr. Suort. It isa very prolific Army we have. 

Senator Srennis. More children becoming of high school age. 

Mr. Harrtneton. The children who were born in the 1946-47 years 
are just now entering the 9th, 10th, and 11th grades of high school. 
This is what is causing our big bulge in high school requirements. 
We truly have a severe problem in the Frankfurt-Hanau area. I see 
no way to alleviate it without the construction of additional 

Senator Stennis. You are asking for dollars? 
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BUDGET REQUEST 


Mr. Harrineton. $1.9 million. 

Senator Srennis. You have been building these buildings with 
Public Law 480 funds, if you are familiar with that, surplus com- 
modity program. 

Mr. Harrineton. Well, sir, in Germany, if I may—— 

Senator Srennis. No; it does not ss in Germany. You cannot 
do that in Germany. 

Mr. Harrineron. No, sir. 

Senator Stennis. They will not accept it, is that right ? 

Mr. Harrineton. That is right. We have been unable to negoti- 
ate any substantial Public Law 480 agreement with the German peo- 
ple. They have, as you know, built almost all their school require- 
ments up until May of 1956, I believe, with deutsche marks con- 
tributed by the German Government. However, those are no longer 
available to us. 

Senator Stennis. Go ahead. I do not want to limit you at all. 


BASIS OF HOUSE ACTION 


Mr. Harrineton. The House report, if I recall correctly, said, that 
they were denying the funds on the basis that they felt a detailed 
study of the cost and scope should be made and the total cost sub- 
stantially reduced. In that connection, I would like to mention two 
things: One, as far as the scope of the requirement is concerned, I 
have just outlined to you that we have a total requirement of 1,647 
by the school year 1961-62. We have a school designed for 790 stu- 
dents and we obviously must have additional schoolrooms. 

As to the square footage of the school, the National Association of 
Secondary Schools prescribed certain criteria for high schools just as 
the elementary school association does and their recommended cri- 
teria is 125 square foot gross per student. 

This includes hallways, toilet space, auditorium, gyms, cafeteria, 
locker rooms, and all the rest of the things. Our square footage per 
student based on 700 students who will attend this school, is 117 
square feet. I think this is well within the range. 

Senator Stennis. As compared with what? 

Mr. Harrineton. One hundred and seventeen as compared to a 
recommendation of 125, sir. 


TEMPORARY ARRANGEMENTS 


Senator Stennis. Now, getting right down to the practicalities of 
it, do you think you will have a continued use for this much space? 
I mean by that, you do not know how long the Army will stay there; 
but is there any temporary arrangement that could be made if this is 
atemporary condition? Have you thought about that? 

Mr. Harrtneron. We have made temporary arrangements. At the 
present time there are four prefab buildings going up in conjunction 
with the-Frankfurt High school which will be used in the interim 
time to relieve this pressure until we can get some school facilities 
over there. But I would like to point this out: We are all aware 
of the fact that educating children, and especially high school chil- 
dren, in prefabs is certainly not a desirable objective. 


42550—_59——-44 
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Senator Srennis. I found you had some very fine teachers over 
there. I thought the caliber of the teachers was very high. 

Mr. Harrtneton. Yes, sir. They are exceptionally high. 

Mr. Suorr. We have some very fine schools, too, Senator, but not 
enough of them. And we have to bear in mind the great influx of 
refugees in West Germany, too. Their own facilities are enormously 
taxed due to the increase in population. 

(The justification follows :) 


Evropr, Hanavu, GERMANY 


Budget House Restoration 
request action requested 


$1,080,000 | —$1,080,000 |  +$1; 080, 000 


REASONS FOR RESTORATION REQUEST 


1. This school is urgently required to provide high school facilities for approx- 
imately 700 students of the Hanau area. These students are presently attend- 
ing school at the Frankfurt Germany High School, some 10 miles distant from 
Hanau. This has produced an extremely severe degree of overcrowding at the 
Frankfurt School. The Frankfurt School has a total of 36 classrooms available, 
which gives it a capacity of 792 students based on 22 students per room, which 
is the recommended standard of the National Association of Secondary Schools. 
Due to the large number of students in the Frankfurt area, plus the increasing 
imposed load of the Hanau students, the Frankfurt High School in the school 
year 1959-60 had a total enrollment of 1,247. This existing condition results in 
the pupil ratio being increased to 34 to 35 per room, with a consequent severe 
degradation in the adequacy of instruction which can be offered. Because of the 
sharply rising number of high school students forecast for the coming years, this 
condition will become intolerable in the next 2 to 3 years unless the pressure is 
alleviated through additional school construction. The forecast of enrolment 
for the school years 1960-61 and 1961-62 envisage enrollments in the Frankfurt 
area of 1,295 and 1,642 students, respectively. Thus, in 2 years the schoolroom 
shortage will have risen to 38 classrooms (more than the total available now), 
and the pupil/room ratio to 45, which is more than double that recommended by 
the Association of Secondary Schools. 

2. The long-range effect of this degradation of instruction is difficult to assess, 
but it is indisputable that these students will be at a substantial disadvantage in 
subsequent schooling. It is very probable that the Association of Secondary 
Schools would withdraw accreditation of the school under such substandard 
conditions, which would make acceptance of their high school credits impossible 
at most U.S. universities and colleges. 

3. With regard to the scope and cost of the proposed Hanau School, the school 
is being designed to accommodate 700 students, which will materially alleviate 
the severe overcrowding, but which will still leave the Frankfurt High School 
faced with absorbing 942 students in a facility capable of instructing 792 students 
on-a basis of recognized criteria. This is certainly not exceeding the seope of 
the total requirement. Insofar as the cost of the structure is concerned, the 
architect-engineer and the Army are keenly conscious of the need for minimum 
cost construction and it is felt that the average unit costs for this project will be 
well within the limits of average school construction in Germany. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


The committee report concerning this project stated that the funds were being 
denied and that a detailed study should be made of the cost and scope of the 
school and that the total cost should be substantially reduced. 
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FaMiILy Housing, PITTSBURGH AREA 


Senator Stennis. All right, the next item. 
Colonel Evans. Sir, with two exceptions, I will be about ready to 
et into the classified portion. The first one is the Aradcom tactical 

installation, family housing, in the Pittsburgh defense area in which 
we have asked for 80 units of MCA housing in the amount of $1.646 
million. The House committee report stated these quarters were 
denied because if this housing is required the committee feels it should 
be provided through the Capehart program. 

This site is in Oakdale, Pa., where there is a critical shortage of 
adequate family housing. These houses will be on the missile master 
site. It will be manned by the key personnel of that operation. It 
is essential that they be close to the site. 

Senator Stennis. Yes. Why could you not handle it through the 
small Capehart project ? 

Mr. Gerper. Sir, of the nine NIKE sites we have already con- 
structed in the Pittsburgh defense area we were unable to develop 
Capehart projects for any of these sites, although originally we at- 
tempted to. Primarily because of the high utility costs in the area 
it is infeasible to develop Capehart. 

As a result, Congress authorized 124 units of appropriated fund 
housing in support of these nine NIKE sites and they are constructed 
and occupied. 

In-investigating the feasibility of constructing a Capehart project 
of this magnitude for the Oakdale site, the Pittsburgh district engi- 
neer under the Corps of Engineers, made his own estimate and, in 


conference with the local regional director of the Federal Housing 
Administration, it was concurred that it would be impossible to de- 


velop a Capehart project within the monetary limitation of the Cape- 
hart program. 


ESTIMATED COST PER UNIT 


To get down to specifics, the estimated cost of this project averages 
out to $20,050 per unit. Now this is based on going to row house de- 
sign to keep the cost to a minimum. As such, the $20,050 per unit 
includes some $6,600 per unit for utilities alone, leaving a little over 
$13,000 per house. With such utilities costs, it is impossible to build 
under the Capehart program. 

Senator Stennis. Did you have that proof before the House? 

Mr. Gerser. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. I know what you mean when you say utilities, 
but. refresh our recollection. 

Mr. Gerrser. That includes the site preparation, rough grading, 
sewerage and water extension, and the construction of roads and 
gutters, all within the boundaries of the project. That is other than 
the utilities inside of the house, itself. You know under the Capehart 
program we include all the utilities within the cost of the mortgage; 
whereas, under appropriated fund construction it is those costs outside 
of the 5-foot line of the house itself. 

Senator Stennis. $6,600 for utilities outside the 5-foot line ? 

Mr. Gerser. That is correct, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Does that include the cost—you said lot prepara- 
tion, I believe, or words to that effect. 
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Mr. Gerser. That is correct, rough grading, the extension of sewer- 
age and water, signal facilities, construction of roads and gutters, and 
the cost of acquisition of the land itself. 

Senator Stennis. How much land is involved ordinarily, a quarter 
of an acre? 

Mr. Gerser. No, sir. This housing is based on 614 houses per acre. 
This land has already been acquired for the facilities now under con- 
struction. 

SITE UTILITIES 


Senator Cuavez. May I ask, why do you include preparation of the 
ground or the grading as part of the utilities? 

Mr. Gerser. It is a term of reference actually when we refer to it 
as “offsite utilities.” Actually, it is utilities and onsite preparation. 

Senator Cuavez. Generally, when you make a contract to build a 
house, it takes in the grading and the preparation of the land to go 
with your construction. 

Senator Stennis. Yes; and I think, gentlemen, the word “utilities,” 
if I may say so, is misleading because it does not carry the idea of buy- 
ing a lot of grading, as the Senator said. Utilities to me means sewer- 
age facilities, water, lights, gas, and so forth. 

(The justification follows :) 


Arapcom TactTIcaL INSTALLATION, PirrsBURGH DEFENSE 


Item Budget House Restoration 
request action requested 


80 family quarters (MCA) $1, 646,000 | —$1, 646,000 | +$1, 646,000 


REASONS FOR RESTORATION REQUEST 


1. The 80 units of MCA family housing are all proposed to be located at Oak- 
dale, Pa., in support of the Pittsburgh Norad Joint Manual Direction Center. 
There is a critical shortage of adequate family housing in the Oakdale area. 
Of the nine NIKE sites in the Pittsburgh defense area, community support was 
insufficient to fill the requirements of any site, and 124 MCA units were author- 
ized and constructed at these sites. A recent survey disclosed that it is the 
opinion of the Greater Pittsburgh Board of Relators & Home Builders Association 
of Metropolitan Pittsburgh that the prospects for construction of rental housing 
in the vicinity of Oakdale within the foreseeable future appears remote except 
for possibly a few individual units. 

2. The joint direction center technical facilities now under construction at 
Oakdale are scheduled for completion in January 1960. Because of the round- 
the-clock operation involved, it is most important that the family housing be 
available as near the same time as the completion of the other facilities as pos- 
sible. The absence of adequate family housing within the 10-minute travel-time 
limit established for this type of activity would result in the lowering of morale 
and separation of families. It is not a question of paying excessive rentals, 
because the housing is just not there to rent. 

3. Of the total strength of 577 to be assigned to this Norad joint function oper- 
ation (487 Army, 139 Air Force, and 1 Norad), there will be a gross family 
housing requirement for 180 units (80 officers and 100 noncommissioned officers). 
Field surveys indicate adequate community support, including leasing capabil- 
ities, as probably not exceeding a total of 50 units—leaving a deficit of 130 units. 
Studies conducted by the office of the Pittsburgh district engineer indicate that 
a military family housing project cannot be built in the Oakdale area within 
the monetary limitations of the Capehart program. The high cost of site prepara- 
tion and utilities precludes staying within the $16,500 limitation. The Pitts- 
burgh field office director of the Federal Housing Administration (FHA) concurs 
in the findings of the district engineer. 





MILITARY CONSTRUCTION APPROPRIATIONS, 1960 691 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


The request of $1,646,000 for 80 family quarters at Army Air Defense Com- 
mand installations was denied because if this housing is required, the committee 
feels it should be provided through the Capehart housing program. 


GENERAL AUTHORIZATION 


Senator Stennis. All right, the next item. 

Colonel Evans. Sir, the next item is the matter of general authoriza- 
tion. 

Senator Srennis. What was done in the House on that? 

Colonel Evans. The House deleted $3.3 million from our $31 mil- 
lion request. 

They assigned the balance; they assigned the approval in such a 
fashion that the amount led to $1.1 million reduction in minor con- 
struction, $1.05 million in access roads, and $1.150 million in Capehart 
offsite utilities. We are reclaiming all three items, sir. 

Senator Stennis. What about the planning? 

Colonel Evans. They did not reduce that. 

Senator Stennis. On my sheet they did not allow any of it. 

Colonel Evans. No, sir. There was no action against the planning. 
There was no action against rehabilitation of substandard housing. 
The minor construction, I believe you are familiar with. It is a mat- 
ter of urgent unforeseen items which develop during the course of the 
year and too late to get into the regular budget program and based on 
actual experience over the last 2 years. 

In 1958 we had $8.2 million in minor construction and in 1959 as 
estimated $6 million. Now that was the screened-out effect after some 
$25 to $40 million had come in from the field commanders each year 
during the course of the year. These are screened down to provide 
small projects which do have to have approval by either the Secretary 
of the Army or by the Secretary of ea epending upon their 
magnitude; and with the maximum for any one project. of $200,000. 


ACCESS ROADS 


We are asking for the restoration of this strictly on the basis of 
experience and knowing some idea of the magnitude and need of what 
we will have requested from the field. 

With respect to access roads, sir, we have a requirement to provide 
defense access roads or funds for the Commerce Department so that 
they can build them under the Federal Highway Act of 1950. It is 
prescribed that the Secretary of Defense must certify access roads as 
being important to national defense. 

Presently before the Secretary of Commerce are certificates in which 
the Army is responsible for some $1.7 million. These projects will 
serve the public in 12 air defense tactical sites plus Fort Meade and 
Fort Benjamin Harrison. We have a further requirement. for $500,- 
000 for Fort Benning access on a road already certified. 

Actually, against a $5.8 million current requirement we requested 
$2.7 million. We have been denied, or proposed for denial, $1.05 
million of that $2.7 million. We are requesting restoration on the 
basis of known current need. The Capehart offsite utilities 
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Senator Cuavez. Let us take the roads first. If the Secretary of 
Commerce is unable to carry on his function of building roads on 
account of being short of funds what is the necessity, irrespective of 
the justification, of providing money for the access roads? 

They have eat all of the roadbuilding throughout the United 
States and I think it could be for 18 months because funds are 
depleted. 

Congress is now trying to get together to raise a little money. 
Would you need this money if the Secretary of Commerce cannot 
go on with his program ? 

Colonel Evans. Not the interstate defense system that you are 
speaking of, I believe, sir. We are talking about local access roads 
to soanee installations which are jointly used by the Army and the 

ublic. 
, Senator Cuavez. He has no money to match the primary, secondary, 
and farm-to-market roads. How is he going to comply with his 
share of your money? 

Colonel Evans. I think our money is his share. If he does not get 
this, the project will not be done and the pressure will build up. 

Senator CHavez. How will the people feel toward the Army if they 
get their road and the people cannot get out of the mud ? 

Colonel Evans. There will be a very adverse public reaction and 
public pressure. 

Senator Stennis. Well, we have to try to keep Mr. Chavez’ road 
program going and also the Army road program. 

Senator Cuavez. We want to. 


CAPEHART UTILITIES 


Senator Stennis. All right. I believe you made it fairly clear 
about the access roads. What about your Capehart utilities? 

Colonel Evans. We requested $6.5 million in support of the Cape- 
hart program which we anticipate, with the current approval, will be 
underway during the coming year. Actually we estimate that we 
will need $7.5 million but we have $1 million carryover available for 
it. Just on a straight computation basis whatever this leaves out 
will thereby reduce the Capehart bill. 

Senator Srennis. You know that program has already been ap- 
proved. You said what you expected to have approved. It has 
already been legislatively approved. 

Colonel Evans. There are still a lot of possible pitfalls in the ad- 
ministrative procedures involved. 

(The justification follows :) 


GENERAL AUTHORIZATION 


Budget House Restoration 
request action requested 


2. Minor construction 

3. Aceess roads 

4. Capehart offsite utilities 

5. Rehabilitation substandard housing 
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REASONS FOR RESTORATION REQUEST 


Item No. 2—Minor construction 


The authority for this type of work is contained in section 408 of Public Law 
968 of the 84th Congress. Prior to fiscal year 1958, all work of this nature was 
accomplished from the “Operation and maintenance,” Army appropriation. Ef- 
fective in fiscal year 1958, the Department of the Army has employed this 
authority to construct projects costing between $25,000 and $200,000 to meet 
urgent requirements unforeseen when developing the line items for the fiscal 
year program. Projects costing less than $25,000 continue to be financed from 
the “Operation and maintenance,” Army appropriation. The requirements for 
urgent and unforeseen projects have consistently been greater than the $6.5 
million requested, and a reduction of $1.1 million would severely limit construc- 
tion found necessary due to unforeseen developments and situations thus 
adversely affecting mission accomplishments. Restoration of $1.1 million is 
requested. 


Item No. 8—Access roads 


1. Construction of access roads to military installations was authorized .by 
the Defense Highway Act of 1941 with subsequent amendments. Since fiscal 
year 1957, each service provides for access roads within its public works pro- 
gram. The Federal Aid Highway Act of 1950 authorizes appropriation of funds 
to carry out the act of 1941 and prescribes SOD certification of access roads as 
important to the national defense. 

2. There are presently before the Secretary of Commerce certifications on 
behalf of the Secretary of Defense regarding the importance to national defense 
of 14 Army access road projects for which funds have not been made available. 
The Army funding responsibility in connection with these projects is estimated 
at $1.7 million. These projects are to serve the public and 12 air defense tactical 
sites, a Fort Meade, Md., access, and a Fort Benjamin Harrison access. There 
is also an increased requirement for $500,000 for a Fort Benning, Ga., access 
(replacement) road previously certified. Additionally, access road needs of 
nine installations are under investigation and evaluation, with $2.6 million esti- 
mated as the requirement. For advanced plans, engineering, rights-of-way, and 
contingencies, existing requirements total nearly $1 million. Against this $5.8 
million current requirement, Army requested $2.7 million in fiscal year 1960. 
These funds normally are utilized to improve State or county roads to a standard 
capable of withstanding the military traffic loads. Agreements with the local 
interests are normally negotiated whereby they provide partial funding and/or 
assume maintenance responsibility subsequent to the improvement. Since mili- 
tary operations or military traffic normally must continue to utilize these roads 
whether they are improved or not, the failure to provide funds for their improve- 
ment will, in most cases, result in greater expenditures for maintenance of mili- 
tary vehicles, claims against the Government for road damages, and an unfavor- 
able public reaction toward the Army and the Federal Government. 

8. A reduction of $1.05 million severely limits the Army’s capability to pro- 
vide or improve roads serving vital military facilities and the public. Further, 
public pressures continue to mount for improving roads carrying heavy military 
traffic. Restoration of $1.05 million is requested. 


Item No. 4—Capehart offsite utilities 


1. The requested $6,500,000 in support of the Capehart program is conserva- 
tive, based on past Army experience, and considered the minimum necessary for 
the provision of offsite utilities, site preparation including demolition of existing 
structures, land filling, site drainage, rough grading, and other such work to 
produce adequate and usable sites for Capehart housing to be constructed in 
fiscal year 1960. The impact of reducing the requested amount to $5,350,000 
will result in a cutback in planned contract awards of strongly justified and 
authorized Capehart projects at installations having critical housing shortages. 
This will have an adverse effect on the morale of military personnel who would 
have to suffer continued occupancy of substandard or inadequate housing and 
continued financial hardships. 

2. It is estimated that such support of Capehart housing projects for fiscal 
year 1960 will actually require appropriated funds in the amount of $7,500,000; 
however, the Department of the Army has available approximately $1 million 
in carryover funds leaving the net requirement of $6,500,000. 
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HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


“The committee, has approved $27,700,000 for certain general support pro- 
grams of the Army, a reduction of $3,100,000 in the estimates. 

“The committee notes with concern the increasing requirements for access 
roads to military facilities and housing areas. It is recognized that the remote 
locations of many of these places make access roads essential to effective opera- 
tion, but the committee gains the impression, after studying these requests, that 
the services have not always made adequate provision for access roads in their 
original planning, nor have they made sufficient effort to obtain local. assistance 
in the funding of these projects * * *” 


CLASSIFIED ITEMS 


Senator Stennis. The next item? 

Colonel Evans. Sir, at this stage, I believe we should resort to the 
executive session. 

Senator Srennis. Now, you are through with everything for the 
Army except the classified matters? 

Colonel Evans. Yes, sir. We have two or three items for which 
we have unclassified reclama sheets but which should be discussed 


in the executive session; that the reclama sheets will be available for 
the record. 


(The justification follows :) 


Location 03 (ASA), Sope, OxINAwa 


Budget House Restoration 
request action requested 


Service club and theater. $306, 000 —$306, 000 +$306, 000 


REASONS FOR RESTORATION REQUEST 
Service club and theater 


The mission at this location requires a 24-hour, 3-shift operation vital to the 
United States and the entire free world. The service club and theater, although 
not a direct operational requirement, are essential to the health, welfare, and 
morale of troops who are assigned to accomplish the mission. 

The House committee deleted this item stating that existing facilities are 
adequate to meet the need at this station. The only service club facilities exist- 
ing at this location consist of diverted space (3,036 square feet) in an enlisted 
men’s barracks. A small outdoor theater presently exists for use during good 
weather. However, its small size precludes its use by the total strength planned 
for this station. In addition, the limited availability of real estate at this 
location necessitated the siting of approved construction in the area presently 
being utilized for the outdoor theater. Hence, it must be razed. 

The House committee has approved additional construction at this location, 
based on the increased and expanded operational mission assigned to this sta- 
tion. Included in this construction are projects for an additional barracks 
and rehabilitation of facilities to provide the additional required barracks space. 
In computing the amount of additional barracks space required all diverted space 
within the existing barracks, including the inadequate service club facility, is 
to be reconverted to barracks use. Hence, the diverted barracks space, pres- 
ently being utilized for service club activities, would be utilized for barracks 
and the so-called service club would be nonexistent. This would leave the 
commander of this station with a morale problem involving the majority of his 
enlisted men. 

The possibility of utilizing a like type facility at another location on Okinawa 
has been explored but this solution is not deemed to be feasible for several 
reasons. First, the nearest facility of this type is located more than 8 miles 
away. Second, the work schedules involved in a 24-hour, 7-day operationai 
requirement are such that utilization of this existing facility would be impos- 
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sible for many of the enlisted men. Third, transportation to and from this 
distant facility would be a constant problem. 

Based on the data presented above, it is requested that the $306,000 requested 
for the service club and theater be restored. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


“Overseas—Army Security Agency: The committee has approved $4,978,000 
for the Army Security Agency in oversea areas, a reduction of $4,991,000 in the 
budget estimates of $9.969,000. The reductions made by the committee include 
the deletion of a theater and service club in the amount of $306,000 since exist- 
ing facilities are adequate to meet the need at the locations * * *.” 


Location 12 (ASA), HoxKaipo, JAPAN 


Budget House Restoration 
request action requested 


Vehicle storage sheds 5 —$154, 000 
Headquarters building , — 135, 000 
Operations building addition —50, 000 
3 barracks w/consolidated mess (220-man) aaa —1, 346, 000 
BOQ w/officers open mess —98, 000 
Extension of utilities. —339, 000 


— 2, 122, 000 


REASONS FOR RESTORATION REQUEST 


All above items: The Department of the Army has taken cognizance of the 
House report concerning the utilization of local currencies available to the 
United States in Japan for the construction of the above items and will pro- 
ceed on this basis. However, if surplus commodity credits, for some unforeseen 
reason, cannot be made available for this purpose, appropriated funds will still 
be required to accomplish this construction. These operational, troop, support, 
and welfare projects are necessary to provide facilities needed at this installa- 
tion in the performance of a mission vital to the best interests and safety of 
the United States. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


“Overseas—Army Security Agency: The committee has approved $4,978,000 
for the Army Security Agency in overseas areas, a reduction of $4,991,000 in the 
budget estimates of $9,969,000. * * * 

“Funds were requested in the amount of $2,122,000 for an Army security 
Agency field station in Japan. Additional construction at this installation is 
contemplated with surplus commodity credits available to the United States in 
Japan. Since credits of this type are available in sufficient amounts to meet all 
of the construction requested at this installation, the committee has denied the 
request for appropriated funds here and directs that the work be accomplished 
with local curencies available to the United States. * * *” 


Location 23 (ASA), CuiassirieEp OveRsEA LOCATION 


Budget House Restoration 
request action requested 


114 family quarters. $2, 234,000 | —$2, 234, 000 
165, 000 


Dependent school t —165, 000 
Commissary 165, 000 —164, 000 


—2, 563, 000 
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REASONS FOR RESTORATION REQUEST 


One hundred and fourteen family quarters 

This installation is a new U.S. Army Security Agency field station presently 
under construction. The installation will also house a major communication 
relay station of the Army command and administrative network. The need for 
family housing at this installation is considered critical. Under current Depart- 
ment of Defense personnel assignment policies for this area, military personnel 
with dependents perform a 24-month tour of duty. Personnel without dependents 
are required to serve only 12 months. The highly complicated and sensitive 
nature of the mission to be accomplished at this installation requires: constant 
continuity of both command and technical functions; this requirement cannot 
be met by 12-month personnel. In essence, if this station is required to operate 
with a complement of short-tour personnel then there is no question but that 
the mission of both ASA and the Army Signal Corps will be adversely affected. 
This type of defense installation is much too critical to allow this to happen. 

Department of Army believes that the policy of allowing the dependents of 
service personnel to reside at this location is sound and feels that there is no 
reason to deprive service personnel of the presence of their dependents. The 
housing requirement at this station is in direct support of a firmly established 
long-term operational mission. 

This housing is an integral part of the total billeting requirement at this 
station. Consequently, if it is not provided the total personnel required to 
accomplish the mission cannot be accommodated. The possibility of financing 
this construction by use of local currencies generated from sources other than 
appropriated funds has been explored without success. Hence, appropriated 
funds are required. 


Dependent school 


The :construction of family housing and the presence on the installation: of 
dependents requires that educational facilities be provided. No like fatilities 
exist in the immediate area, nor can adequate facilties be provided from existing 
or planned resources. The nearest similar facilities are beyond reasonable com- 
muting distance and are not adequate to accommodate an increased student 
population. 


Commissary 


Reinstatement of this facility in the construction program is required in con- 
junction with family housing construction. No U.S.-owned or similar commer- 
cial facility exists within reasonable commuting distance. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


“Overseas—Army Security Agency: * * * The committee has denied the re- 
quest of $2,563,000 for family quarters and certain community support facilities 
at a classified overseas location. * * *” 

“Family housing: * * * The construction of family housing in overseas areas 
is a matter of concern to the committee. Rapidly changing operational require- 
ments, such as that recently announced for Air Force units in France, make it 
extremely difficult to determine housing requirements even for the immediate 
future. Housing constructed only a few years ago in support of supposedly valid 
future operational requirements today stands unused. 

“The policy of allowing the dependents of service personnel to reside in 
highly critical overseas areas is extremely questionable. The committee has 
eliminated from the bill certain funds requested in support of this policy. 

“In some areas these conditions do not prevail, and there is no reason to 
deprive service personnel of the presence of their dependents. Apparently each 
project must be handled on an individual basis based on the latest available 
information. The large majority of this housing is financed by local currencies 
generated from sources other than appropriated funds. Appropriated funds 
are required, however, to augment the local currencies, and the committee has 
approved funds for such support in the accompanying bill for each of the three 
services without regard to specific locations. The Department of Defense is 
directed, however, to withhold the construction of additional family housing in 
overseas areas until the required local currencies have been made available and 
specific approval for the specific project has been obtained from the committees 
on Appropriations of the House of Representatives and the Senate.” 
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ADDITIONAL HEARING TIME 


Senator Stennis. Let me say this: You gentlemen of the Army 
had very little time to prepare for this hearing today. You must not 
be too slow in asking for additional time or additional appearances if 
you wish. Do not be embarrassed about it. Do not be timid about 
it 


You certainly are entitled to such additional time as you may wish. 

Is there anything else, gentlemen ? 

Colonel Evans. Secretary Short might wish to say a couple of 
words, 

Mr. Snort. Mr. Chairman, first, I want to thank you and Senator 
Chavez sincerely for the patience and time that you have been gen- 
erous enough to give us. 

Senator Stennis. We thank you for coming and presenting the 
figures to us. 

Mr. Suort. We appreciate your great interest in our national de- 
fense as a whole and know that you are interested in the Army. 


BUDGET PROCEDURE 


As I opened my remarks this morning these requests come in from 
the field. We have to depend on the local commanders. When they 
reach the Department of the Army, of course, they are carefully 
screened. We chopped off many millions of dollars. Then, after 
ae the gantlet of the Assistant Secretaries’ offices, the Secre- 
tary’s Office, we have to go to Defense and get their approval. 

Then, we have to get over the next big hurdle, which is a big 
hurdle, the Bureau of the Budget. And the $341 million total that 
we ask in this particular bill was approved by Defense and by the 
Budget as well as by the Department of the Army because we 
thought we had really asked for nothing that was not very essential 
= very necessary to efficient operation. We tried to cut it to the 

ne. 

PRIORITY OF PROJECTS 


We did not come up here with a huge figure, expecting you to cut 
us down and give us what we would reasonably expect. It is very 
difficult to say just what particular project has priority over another. 
The more you study this, particularly when it is presented in detail— 
line items, before the committee as previously—I think you will agree 
that it is very essential that we have these two forward depots in the 
Pacific and in Europe to support our 8th Army in the Far East and 
our 7th Army in Europe as well as the 6th Fleet and 7th Fleet in the 
Mediterranean around Formosa. 

Not only that but I think we by all means should build those houses 
down at site 23. I think that the expansion or improvement at White 
Sands and at Huachuca along with the missile installation at Fort 
Sill to try out our tactical surface-to-surface weapons, those items 
particularly have very high priority. 

We will go into the sedp of hospitals again. We all recognize 
the need of them to house expensive equipment and to render deeds 
of mercy. It is being restudied and resurveyed not only by the Armed 
Forces, but by the Bureau of the Budget. Those items I think are 
important. 
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Then I cannot stress too much the importance of having adequate, 
decent housing. There are few, if any, factors that will contribute 
more to the building up of morale and retaining skilled trained young 
men in the services than after he goes through a hard day’s work 
of training, when he gets back home if his wife and one or two, most 
of them have three or four kids these days, if Mom and the children 
have a fairly decent place in which to live, he is going to be satisfied 
and we can hold that man in the service. 

Senator Stennis. Exactly. 

Mr. Snort. We must have these BOQ’s and family housing, I 
think, and decent barracks. We are trying to get them as fast as 
we can. 

Senator Stennis. That is right. 

Mr. Suort. We do want to thank you, Senator, and I plead with 
you again if we can not get a whole loaf of course we will take a half 
loaf, but I think that we can rest our case in your hands. 

I trust to your judgement and we will continue to study, and if 
we can furnish you further information to strengthen your hand in 
conference with the House, we will do that, Mr. Chairman. 


(See p. 654) 


Annual savings for consolidated mess, Fort Benjamin Harrison: 


Subtotal 
4. Troop labor: 
(a@) Food service personnel (10 enlisted men, grades E-2 
through E-6 working 42 hours per week) _____-_________ . 87,800 
(b) Kitchen police (8 enlisted men, grades E-1 through E-3 
working 15 hours per day) 


No tangible savings on transportation will accrue because the 1,500 troops 
march to and from the mess, a roundtrip of 2 miles. However, time expended 
in marching could be used more effectively for academic purposes. 


COMMITTEE RECESS 


Senator Stennis. Gentlemen, we want to thank all of you for your 
presentation today and anything else you wish to put in even though 
we have not taken it up today, we will appreciate your bringing it in. 

Thank you all. 

(Whereupon, at 5:05 p.m., Monday, August 10, 1959, the commit- 
tee was recessed, to reconvene at 10 a.m., Tuesday, August 11, 1959.) 
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TUESDAY, AUGUST 11, 1959 


U.S. SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, 
Washington, D.C. 
The subcommittee met at 10:05 a.m., pursuant to recess, in room 
1114, New Senate Office Building, Hon. John Stennis (chairman of 
the subcommittee) presiding. 
Present: Senators Stennis, Bridges, and Saltonstall. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY 


STATEMENT OF CAPT. E. E. GRIMM, USN, ASSISTANT DIRECTOR 
OF BUDGETS AND REPORTS, OFFICE OF THE NAVY COMPTROLLER 


STATEMENT OF THE CHAIRMAN 


Senator Stennis. The committee will come to order. Gentlemen 
of the Navy, we are very glad indeed to have you here this morning. 
You know the subject matter, of course, is the reclama question and 
the position of the Navy on these matters as stated by you. Our 
subcommittee is not in any way familiar with all the items in this bill 
or even those that were left out by the House. But we do have a 
pretty good knowledge of it, so I think you can take off from there, 
assuming that the pattern is fairly familiar to this subcommittee. 

I always believe that any responsible group has some reason for 
doing what they did. I think that any item that is taken out puts 
the burden on you gentlemen of the Navy to meet it squarely and on 
the facts, and I know that is what your purpose is. 

The proof is wide open to you now to present your case. Take 
such time as you may wish. We do want the hearing to keep moving, 
but we are not trying to rush anyone on any particular item. 

I think this is a very serious business. 

Captain Grimm, you are going to lead off this morning. 

Captain Grimm. Yes, sir; Mr. Chairman, I am. 

Senator Stennis. We are glad to have each of you here, I can as- 
sure you of that. You may proceed. 


REQUEST AND HOUSE REDUCTION 


Captain Grimm. Mr. Chairman, I am Captain Grimm, represent- 
ing the Comptroller of the Navy. Our purpose here today is to 
present the Navy’s reclama on the action taken by the House of 
Representatives on the appropriations for ‘Military construction, 
Navy,” and “Military construction, Naval Reserve.’ Our basic 
funding request for ‘Military construction, Navy,” appropriations 
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was $245,098,000 which House action reduced by $65,050,000. We 
propose to submit reclama for $62,197,000. Our basic funding re- 
quest for “Military construction, Naval Reserve,” was $9 million. 
House action reduced it by $411,000. We are requesting that the 
$411,000 be returned. I will now introduce Rear Adm. J. L. Chew, 
U:S. Navy. Director of Shore Establishment Development and 
Maintenance Division, Office of the Chief of Naval Operations, who 
will present the details of our reclama request. Rear Admiral Peltier 
of our Bureau of Yards and Docks is here to furnish technical backup 
in the civil engineering aspects of these programs. 

Senator STENNIS. Thank you very much, Captain. 

Admiral Chew, I am familiar with your work in the Pentagon in 
the last 9 or 10 months. I know you have been a very busy man 
and a very effective one, too. Admiral Peltier, I have been familiar 
with your work and your headaches for more time than 10 months. 
You certainly have done some fine work that I know of and much 
T am sure that I don’t know of. We are delighted to have you gentle- 
men here this morning, you and your staffs. There hasn’t been time 
for me to make a personal review of all of the matters that you are 
going to testify about. I will stop you on those, if I may, that I am 
not fairly familiar with, and without details on. Won’t you proceed 
now in your own way? 

You have a statement, Admiral? 

Admiral Cuew. Mr. Chairman, I have a very short statement. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 


STATEMENT OF REAR ADM. J. L. CHEW, USN, DIRECTOR, SHORE 
ESTABLISHMENT DEVELOPMENT AND MAINTENANCE DIVI- 
SION, OFFICE OF CHIEF OF NAVAL OPERATIONS (ACCOM- 
PANIED BY REAR ADM. EUGENE J. PELTIER, CEC, USN, CHIEF 
BUREAU OF YARDS AND DOCKS) 


Navy’s Mim tary Construction FuNDING PROGRAM 


Admiral Cuew. The Navy’s military construction funding program 
is comprised of line items which have been very carefully selected to 
meet the most urgent of our military requirements for the ultimate 
support of our operating forces. 

he line items in our original program for $245 million, outlined to 
the House committee in late May and to this committee in mid-June, 
were screened from the much larger number of items submitted by our 
various shore stations in a total amount exceeding $1 billion. 

The need for each of these line items was examined closely by 
various knowledgeable individuals and groups within the Navy, 
Department of Defense, the Bureau of the Budget, and the Congress 
itself. That they have withstood these repeated examinations is 
evidence of the urgent need for them in support of our combat forces. 
This is clear from the fact that the Congress has authorized each of 
these line items. 

The decision by the Navy to include these line items in the program 
has not been made haphazardly. It is the result of considerable 
study in the development of various stages of coordinated planning 
for optimum support of the fleet within the austere climate of the 
Navy’s budget. 
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Not only must these line items conform to urgent military require- 
ments, but they must be studied as to the engineering features and 
tailored to the necessary minimum scope and estimated cost. 

To satisfy the latter demands, the Bureau of Yards and Docks 
contracts for the best available architectural and engineering services 
in the area of the proposed construction in order to obtain the firm 
estimated cost of each line item and, eventually, construction plans 
and specifications. 

Generally, these professional concerns have intimate knowledge of 
the area’s terrain, labor and material conditions, and costs and other 
features of the locale which may affect the cost and design. The 
Bureau supervises and checks this work closely to make sure that 
unnecessary refinements are excluded and the estimates are reasonable. 


RESTORATION REQUESTED 


We have furnished reclama statements to the committee on those 
line items reduced in cost or not approved for funding by the House 
of Representatives Committee on Appropriations, which we recom- 
mend for full restoration to the program, These reductions will seri- 
ously impair the ability of the operating forces of the Navy to carry 
out our worldwide commitments and responsibilities. We recommend 
that $62,197,000 of the $65,050,000 reduction made by the House 
committee be restored to the Navy program. 

This will increase the amount of $180,048,000 approved by the House 
committee for new obligational authority and funding approval to a 
new total of $242,245,000. 

The House committee reduced the military construction, naval 


reserve requirement request a total of $411,000. We are requesting 
restoration of the project which was eliminated in amount of $391,000 
and are also requesting that a determination be made with regard to 
eee another Government agency for land to be acquired by 
transfer. 


Starr CoLLEGE AND BetuEespa HospPIraL 


I point out, Mr. Chairman, with your permission, that we hav 
reclamaed all but two items. Those two items, and I will speak to 
them very quickly—one item was the Armed Forces Staff College 
which was reduced $643,000 from $4,643,000 to $4 million, and we 
feel that we can provide the necessary academic part of the building 
for a reduced amount and plan to go ahead with the construction in 
that reduced scope. There is one other item that we have reclamaed 
in less than the total, and that is the Bethesda Hospital, for which 
we reclamaed all but a million dollars. ; 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Stennis. Back on the record. What is the total amount? 

Admiral Curw. $7,778,000, sir. 


HOSPITAL COSTS 


Senator Stennis. I tell you, gentlemen, I have had some com- 
plaints on the services about the cost of some of the new hospitals 
being too high. I have mentioned that several times. But on this 
item here I have seen enough out there to think that you needed 
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something, and I asked Mr. Rexroad to make a special study of this 
matter some weeks ago, which he did. He gave me a very helpful 
special report on it. 

We want to put these pictures, if we may, into the record. My 
ideas about reducing the costs of new hospitals do not carry over 
into this matter of necessary repair of this one which you have. 


REDUCTION IN REQUEST FOR NAVAL HOSPITAL 


Admiral Cuew. I thought it would be beneficial to you, Mr. Chair- 
man, to tell you precisely what would be reduced, for example, if a 
million dollars were cut. 

And I can give you precisely what will happen. The first thing 
that will happen there is that the wings which are due for replacement 
will be constructed of brick which would not necessarily be compat- 
ible with the present construction. That would afford a considerable 
saving. 

Another saving could be also effected by the complete elimination 
of the outpatient clinic. 

That would also afford a considerable rédiotbio There would be 
a reduction in quality in certain types of materials. To say substan- 
tially substandard would not be true, but we could have possibly less 
satisfactory materials, and consequently effect a certain savings there. 
Then we could also eliminate certain emergency systems such as 
power for the operating rooms and effect a savings there. We could 
also eliminate certain dictating systems that the doctors use and 
effectuate a small savings there. 

That would be the nature of the reductions in scope of the building. 

Senator Stennis. For the record I think I fairly well remember it, 
but for the record outline just what these proposed improvements 
are. What are the major things you expect to do out there? 


PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS 


Admiral Cuew. This is for the replacement of the temporary wings 
—or, in other words, temporary wood buildings, Mr. Chairman, and 
the operating facilities. 

Senator Stennis. You say replacement of wings. You mean the 
wings that extend out from the tower? 

Admiral Cuew. Yes. That replacement embraces a two-wing 
masonry addition, in place of the existing temporary wood structures. 
I believe if you will remember, I testified that my wife was in that 
wing and she is now dead. I didn’t mean it to be funny. 

Senator Stennis. I know that. 

Admiral Cuew. But it was in that wing. These are the wings 
that are so substandard that they need replacement. It also includes 
108 surgical beds and new surgical facilities, and specifically the neuro- 
psychiatric facilities with 150 beds, the consolidation and replacement 
of certain galley facilities, and a small chapel, sir. 

That was the original scope of the program. 

Mr. Chairman, we have listed for you in order the items that we 
wish to reclama, ‘but I would suggest, with your permission, that we 
discuss the one other hospital item at this time. 

Senator Stennis. Yes. Let me ask you a question or two. Maybe 
that will clarify it. 
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Admiral Cuzew. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. The Naval Medical Center, it is just what the 
name describes it to be. It is the Navy’s medical center. 

Admiral Cuew. It is the National Naval Medical Center. 

Senator Stennis. National institution? 

Admiral Cuzew. Yes. I can amplify that, sir, for the record. 

Senator Stennis. I think it would be well if you did. 


FUNCTION OF HOSPITAL AT BETHESDA 


Admiral Cuew. It is the Navy’s No. 1 permanent hospital and 
provides specialized care for the most complicated cases, including 
radioisotope therapy, neurosurgery, cardiovascular surgery, plastic 
surgery, tissue and bone banks, surgery for the defense and treatment 
for rare and tropical diseases. 

These specialized functions are interrelated to professional teaching 
facilities for the naval medical department personnel as well as an 
occasional foreign medical student. 

Senator Stennis. You refer to these tropical diseases. Does the 
ion have any other institution that carries on a program similar to 
this? 

Admiral Cuzew. Not in the scope that the Bethesda Medical Center 
does; no, sir. 

Senator Stennis. You wish to take up another medical matter? 

Admiral Curw. Yes, sir. 


BRICK EXTERIOR 


Senator Stennis. One question, Admiral, about this brick exterior. 
Will that detract from the appearance of the entire place and the rest 
of your facilities there? 

Admiral Curew. This, of course, is an esthetic opinion, sir. 

Senator Stennis. I know it is. 

Admiral Cuorw. I would rather answer it also than have the en- 
gineer answer. J would say that if you have a building, you can 
probably make a wing fairly attractive out of brick. It is like building 
a house, and you often see houses with brick ends and a frame middle. 

If I categorically said it would not be compatible, I wouldn’t be 
truthful, but I would say it would be better, I should think, if it were 
built of stone, the same material as the existing structure. 

Senator Stennis. Let’s see what Admiral Peltier thinks about it. 

Admiral Pe.tier. Mr. Chairman, we of course will do our best to 
develop an architectural panel design out of brick that will match as 
closely as possible the existing precast concrete panel design that 
now exists at Bethesda. But I’m sure that it will be different. 

You will not be able to match it completely. It is just physically 
impossible. So there will be probably an architectural detraction. 
Whether it will be as serious as a lot of people think it will be, I am not 
prepared to say. 

Senator Stennis. I don’t know much about those things myself, 
but I think that outstanding public buildings at the Capital ought to 
be attractive, to the people that come here particularly. They have 
pride in the Capital. Americans have a lot of pride and the services 
have a lot of pride. 


42550—59 45 
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Admiral Pe.tier. Certainly Bethesda is an imposing structure. 

It is not good to detract from it architecturally, of course. 

Admiral Curw. I believe it was built as a memorial—a memorial 
designed by President Roosevelt, wasn’t it? 

Senator Stennis. Yes. 

(The justification follows :) 


DEPARTMENT OF THE Navy Fiscat YEAR 1960 Mititary Construction Funp- 
ING PRoGRAM RECLAMA 


Nationa Navat Mepicat CentER, BETHESDA, Mp. 


Item Budget House Restoration 
request action requested 


Line item: Replacement of hospital facilities $7, 788,000 | —$7, 788,000 | -+-$6, 788, 000 


REASON FOR RESTORATION REQUEST 


1. The critical deterioration and deficiencies of facilities at the Naval Hospital, 
Bethesda, demand immediate action. The pressing need for replacement con- 
struction makes it mandatory to propose a reduction rather than elimination of 
the project. This is in accordance with the spirit of the comments expressed by 
the House committee which subscribe to the previously expressed feeling of the 
Senate. A reduction of $1 million will modify the general architecture so as to 
deviate from the existing structures, eliminate an administrative labor saving 
system, eliminate an emergency feature, substitute materials, and completely 
eliminate the outpatient department. 

2. This project provides for replacement of existing, deteriorated temporary 
facilities by permanent construction. No mobilization expansion capacity has 
been included in the project. The size of this planned facility only reflects the 
long-range peacetime requirements for this permanent station. 

3. In arriving at 180,000 square feet, studies involving discussion and justifi- 
cation on the detailed utilization of every square foot of space within the exist- 
ing permanent construction were made. In addition, innumerable on-site inspec- 
tions of the facility were accomplished. 

4. This project envisions the maximum utilization of existing inventories of 
equipment. New equipment to be procured for this project primarily consists 
of technical electronic and X-ray equipment for the cardiovascular and neuro- 
surgical operating rooms. 

5. The Bethesda Naval Hospital is the Navy’s No. 1 permanent hospital and 
provides specialized care for the most complicated cases, including radioisotope 
therapy, neurosurgery, cardiovascular surgery, plastic surgery, tissue and bone 
bank, surgery for the deaf and treatment for rare, and tropical diseases. These 
aes functions are interrelated with the professional teaching facilities for 
the poral Medical Department personnel, as well as an occasional foreign medi- 
cal student. 


Item No. 1 


Briefly, the statement of the Subcommittee of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, House of Representatives indicates that justification for replacement con- 
struction was not questioned but rather the cost, size and scope, excessive refine- 
ments, superfluous equipment, and overloading of criteria not essential to the 
we'fare of the patient. The subcommittee report also stated that lack of firm, 
realistic plans and specifications resulted in excessive change orders. The sub- 
committee deleted all but two of the military hospital construction projects from 
the fiscal year 1960 military construction program. Ful! text of the comments 
are contained on pages 9 and 10 of the report. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


Hosprtat, Navat Arr Station, Lemoore, Catir. 


Senator Stennis. Next item, Admiral? 
Admiral Cxzw. With your permission we should skip to Lemoore, 
which is the third item on your list, since we are discussing hospitals. 
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The authorization request for the station hospital was reduced from 
$2,343,000 to $2,030,250, which is the amount we are now requesting. 

In conjunction with the questioning involved originally in regard to 
the overall cost of hospitals, this reduction in cost will eliminate certain 
items. For example, refinements and technical equipment such as in 
the pneumatic tube system, the central dictating system and the 
doctor’s call system are not included in this project. 


HOSPITAL PLANS 


Further, it will be a reduction in scope from a 67-bed on a 100-bed 
chassis to a 67-bed on a 67-bed chassis. We did not reduce the paving 
and other facilities outside the building because of the presence of a 
disease peculiar to the San Joaquin Valley, and I am ashamed to say 
I can’t quite pronounce. It is coccidiomycosis. So that the side- 
walks and the landscaping and sodding have been left for a medical 
purpose, not necessarily for a decorative purpose, to reduce dust 
carrying the fungus spore. 

As you know, Mr. Chairman, there are no nearby existing hospitals 
capable of assuming the patient load generated by this small city. 
It is in the middle of San Joaquin Valley, and, for your information, 
Fresno is 44 miles distant; Merced 100 miles; Fort Ord 156 miles; 
Oakland 225. Those are Army, Navy and Veterans Hospitals. 
Then as far as civilian hospitals are concerned, Hanford is 19 miles, 
and others are on the list in the reclama statement. 

Senator Stennis. Do you have a hospital there now? 

Admiral Curw. No, that is a new station, and that is the original 
increment of the hospital. There are no facilities there at all. 

Senator Stennis. We have been looking to the reasons given by 
the House on each of these deletions because we respect those reasons 
and kriow that they have given thorough, consideration to this bill. 
That is the pattern the committee followed yesterday in going over 
the Army items. 

Admiral Curzw. Mr. Chairman, I will try to address myself to that. 
As you notice, the House remarks on Lemoore are that it was an un- 
realistic cost estimate, and that has already been reduced, and I 
tried to point out what the effect of the reduction would be. 

Senator Stennis. It hasn’t been reduced beyond the authorization. 

Admiral Curew. That’s right. 

Senator Stennis. The authorization bill reduced this. 

Admiral Curew. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. You haven’t reduced it any more. 

Admiral Curw. No, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Do you propose to reduce it any more? 

Admiral Curew. No, sir. 

Senator Srennis. You would rather wait until you can get the 
money to build the kind that you want than to build at a reduced 
figure as to this hospital, is that correct? 


RESTORATION REQUESTED 


Admiral Cuew. Mr. Chairman, we are reclamaing for the $2,030,000 
which is the amount of the authorization. 

Admiral Pettier. The original request, for this, Mr. Chairman, was 
$2,343,000. 
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Senator Stennis. I know. I have this before me. But the Navy 
stands on the figure now $2,030,000; is that right, sir? 

Admiral Carew. We are standing on that figure, yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. You would rather lose it than to take less? 

Apmrrat Crew. I would be inconsistent, Mr. Chairman. If you 
will remember, I testified before your committee that I would rather 
build a hospital with a quarter of the roof than to be denied the funds 
for the hospital, yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

(The justification follows :) 


Nava Arr Station, Lemoore, Canir. 


Item Budget House Restoration 
request action requested 


1. Hospital and dental clinic ‘ $2, 030, 250 | —$2,030,250 | +-$2, 030, 000 
2. 20 line items. 24, 554,000 | —3, 000,000 +3, 000, 000 


26, 584,250 | —5,030, 250 +5, 030, 000 


REASON FOR RESTORATION REQUEST 


Item No. 1—Hospital and dental clinic 


1. The authorization request for this station hospital for the new Master Jet 
Station at Lemoore was reduced by the Congress in the authorization act from 
$2,343,000 to $2,030,250, the amount now requested. Consequently, a reduction 
in scope has already been planned from a 67/100 to a 67/67 bed hospital, without 
i clusion of any mobilization capacity. 

2. Refinements and technical equipment such as pneumatic tube system, cen- 
tral dictating system, and doctors’ call system are not included in this project. 
However, in view of the presence of endemic coccidiomycosis (a fungus trans- 
mitted by dust), usually causing an acute lung infection, pavement, sidewalks, 
landscaping, sodding, and sprinkler systems must be included. 

3. There are no nearby existing hospitals capable of assuming the patientload 
generated at this station. 

4. The size and scope of this project is in accordance with firm personnel loading 
figures for this activity. 


Existing hospital facilities in the area 
MILITARY HOSPITALS 


Veterans’ Administration. 
Castle Air Force Base 
8S. Arm: 
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5. Without this station hospital the Navy wil lbe forced to operate a small city 
with a population of over 10,000 military personnel and dependents without 
medical facilities. This would be an extremely precarious position in view of the 
nature and extent of planned flight operations at Lemoore. 


Item No. 2—General reduction 


1. The funds requested for Lemoore represent the best engineering cost esti- 
mates available for each of the line items in the project. Recent bid experience in 
April, May, and June 1959 indicates the estimates for this fiscal year 1960 program 
are valid and realistic. In preparing these estimates due consideration was given 
to the fact that the project would enjoy certain economies as a result of the large 
amount of funds involved in the whole project. Further, no allowance was made 
for the continuing trend in construction costs that will occur before the project 
can be put under contract. A general reduction in funds will necessitate a reduc- 
tion in scope and a later request for legislative relief. 

2. The Navy Department requires 60° F. temperatures in hangar bays for 

erforming maintenance and checks on complicated high-performance aircraft. 
Much of this work must be done at night for flights on the following day to meet 
operational schedules. For approximately 4 months of the year a 60° F. tempera- 
ture cannot be met in the hangar bays without heating facilities, since night tem- 
peratures frequently reach 30° to 40° F. during the winter months. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 
Item No. 1 


Basically, the statement of the subcommittee of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, House of Representatives, indicates that justification for construction was 
not questioned, but rather the cost, size, and scope, excessive refinement, super- 
fluous equipment, and overloading of criteria not essential to the welfare of the 
patient. The subcommittee report indicates that lack of firm realistic plans and 
specifications resulted in excessive change orders. The subcommittee deleted all 
but two of the military construction hospital projects. Full text of the com- 
ments are contained on pages 9 and 10 of the report. 

Item No. 2 

The committee recommends $21,554,000 for continuation of work at the Naval 
Air Station, Lemoore, Calif., a reduction of $5,343,000 in budget estimate. This 
includes the deletion of the request of a hospital as previously mentioned. The 
funds approved by the committee will provide for the orderly continuation of the 
programed construction at this location if proper advantage is taken of the large 
amount of funds available for construction at Lemoore and maximum priority is 


given to operational needs. The committee fails to see the need for such frills 
at this location as heated aircraft hangars. 


U.S. Navat SuBMARINE Basg, New Lonpon, Conn. 


Admiral Cuew. With your permission, Mr. Chairman, if we could 
go back to the original one on the list, which is the barracks at New 
London, sir. 

Senator Srpennis. Yes; I think that will be better. 

How much is this item? 

Admiral Cuew. The barracks is $2,225,000, sir, plus some fencing 
for $17,000 plus the acquisition of land for $27,000, for a total of 
$2,269,000. If you will notice, sir, the House action did not question 
the need for the barracks at all. They simply said they did not 
understand why it could not be sited on Government land, thereb 
saving the item of land acquisition and the security fencing. We 
have studied this very carefully and, with your permission, | would 
like to speak to the location on the acquired land rather than any 
other particular piece of land and rather than for the need for the 
barracks, which [ think the House fully recognized. 

The existing Government property on the submarine base, as you 
know, has been heavily developed. There is no space within the 
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existing complex of buildings where these barracks could be placed 
without ger bagpnenn. mpg crowding of the buildings. 
Outside of the complex of buildings there are—and here are the 


places I think that the House had in mind when they mentioned locat- 
ing it on Government land—there are two ordnance areas requiring 


large safety clearances where barracks could not be built. There are 
athletic fields built on the top of fuel oil storage tanks, and obviously 
ou could not build there. There are unused areas of steep rock 
edges where construction costs would be excessive, which includes an 
area near the new FBM training building. This latter area could 
provide space for only half the barracks contained in the request. 
The subsurface in this area where the FBM training building is 
being constructed is solid rock ledge, which must be removed by 
blasting at a cost of about $35 a cubic yard. 


BUILDING COST 


The cost of the FBM building is already running $21,000 over the 
original estimates because of the excessive cost involved in excavating 
the rock for the foundation. So that is another point. The ordnance 
areas, rock ledges, the athletic fields, and the fourth and last, a 9-hole 
golf course. Thus the only existing property which could be used for 
the barracks is the golf course and the FBM training building area 
where the building costs are excessive. 

So I would like to speak to the golf course. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 


LOCATION OF BARRACKS 


Admiral Cuew. If the barracks can be built as planned on the 
new land, they will be four-tenths of a mile from the messhall and 
three-tenths of a mile from the new POLARIS and nuclear training 
buildings. 

Admiral Peltier has a map here, sir, that might assist you. If, on 
the other hand, the barracks must be built on the golf course, they will 
be about 1.1 miles from the messhall. 

Senator Stennis. What is that? 

Admiral Cuew. In other words, if they are in the location that we 
wish them sited—— 

Senator Stennis. I got that, but what was your last point? 

Admiral Cuew. About 1.3 and 1.1 from the school facilities and 
the messhall. 

Furthermore, the parking space would be complicated. I can’t 
help but note that it will require the barracks to be located adjacent 
to the officers’ recreation and housing area, and the enlisted men to 
walk through these areas on their way to and from the other part 
of the base. While it might be stated that this would be objectionable 
only to the officers, I’m sure you would recognize it would actually 
be just as objectionable, and probably more so, to the enlisted men. 
That would be what we would have to face if we located the barracks 
on the golf course. 

Admiral Pettrer. The one big item though, Mr. Chairman is—— 

Admiral Curew. There is one other thing that Admiral Peltier is 
going to talk to, and I can tell you this is money. It costs more to 
run the utilities to the golf course—the actual cost would be about 
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$124,000 additional utilities cost to site the building on the golf course 
rather than in its present planned location. 

Admiral Pe.tizer. This is the cheapest place to locate it. 

Senator SattonstaLtu. Mr. Chairman, may I ask this: The House 
does not question the need for new barracks. The only question is 
where to put them. Is that correct? 

Admiral Cuzw. That’s correct. 


HOUSE REPORT 


Senator Stennis. On that point, did you literally quote the House 
report statement here at the bottom a your statement? Is that a 
quote? You do not have it in quotation marks. 

Admiral Curew. No, sir. We have attempted to summarize it. I 
can read the precise words from the House report. 

Senator Stennis. You need not take time to read it. Just identify 
it and let the reporter put it in the record. 

There is only $27,000 involved on this land item. Can you get 
this land for that amount of money? 

Admiral Peirier. Yes. 

Admiral Cuew. We have been informed that there is no local ob- 
jection, and that would be essentially the price, yes, sir. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Stennis. On the record. 

Senator Satronsta.u. I know the restrictions in this area. Look- 
ing at this map and refreshing myself from some time back, I would 
say that the land that you want to buy is close to the highway and is 
not very expensive land. 

Admiral Curew. That’s correct. 

Senator SALTONSTALL. It is not built on now, is it, sir? 

Admiral Curw. No, sir. 

Senator SatronstaLu. I would think there was merit. 


FACTOR OF UTILITIES COST 


Admiral Pettter. It is a matter of dollars and cents. The $124,000 
to put the utilities here against the land and the fencing. 

Senator Stennis. I don’t know that the reporter got your statement 
a while ago, Admiral Peltier, about this transportation cost. 

Admiral Pextier. It is the utility cost. 

There is a transportation problem. 

Senator Srennis. Give us the figures on that utility cost. 

Admiral Pr.tier. Repeating on the utilities, we will require 
$124,000 in additional utilities to locate the barracks at the golf course, 
which is the only logical place to put these barracks if they are to be 
placed on land now owned by the Government. 

Senator Stennis. When you say utilities, just what do you mean? 

Admiral Pettrer. Mostly steam lines, heating lines. That is the 
big item. 

Water is generally in the area but steam lines are not and power is 
generally not in the area. 

‘ Senator Stennis. Of course this is one of your major submarine 
ases. 

Admiral Pe.tier. It is. 

Senator Stennis. It is the major one, isn’t it? 
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Admiral Petter. It is the major submarine base. 
Senator Stennis. All right. 


DEVELOPMENT OF POLARIS MISSILE SYSTEM 


Senator Brincss. If the only matter in dispute in regard to these 
new barracks is the matter of site, and that is apparent, it would seem 
clear that the acquisition of additional Jand not only is cheaper than 
using existing land, when all factors are taken into consideration, but 
woul provide some badly needed additional space at this important 
facility. I think we all recognize the fact that the developing PO- 
LARIS missile system on nuclear submarines is one of our outstanding 
weapons and, therefore, the need for submarine bases and submarine 
construction facilities will be of first concern into the foreseeable 
future. Submarine warfare capability is a growing rather than a 
shrinking arm of our whole defense posture. 

Admiral Cuzw. That is quite correct Senator Bridges, and now I 
would like to add one other point, Mr. Chairman. 

I would like to point out that it would deprive the submarine base 
of a very valuable recreation facility, and a golf course in which the 
enlisted men do play and can afford. 

Senator Stannis. Do an appreciable number of them play there? 

Admiral Curw. Yes. 

Senator Stennis. All right, anything else, Senator Saltonstall? 

If there is nothing further, move to your next item, please. 

(The justification follows:) 


U.S. Navat SUBMARINE Base, New Lonpon, Conn. 


a 
Budget House Restoration 
request - action requested 


1. Barracks —$2, 225,000 | +$2, 225,000 
2. Security fencing 17 —17, 000 +17, 000 
3. Acquisition of land —27,000 +27, 000 


—2, 269, 000 +2, 269, 000 


REASONS FOR RESTORATION REQUEST 


Item No. 1—Barracks 


The existing barracks at the submarine base are accommodating 2,258 men by 
actual measurements based on the minimum allowable criteria of 72 square feet 
per man. The allowable criteria permits 125 square feet per man. At present, 
approximately 3,160 men are assigned to barracks at the base by overcrowding. 

his figure will rise to an estimated 3,314 by the end of fiscal year 1960 and to an 
estimated 3,715 by the end of fiscal year 1961. This increase is due mainly to the 
increased number of men who are scheduled to attend the POLARIS and nuclear 
courses. The existing barracks cannot be further overcrowded without increasing 
the unhealthy, unsanitary, and adverse morale conditions now existing. If these 
barracks are not provided, the POLARIS and nuclear submarine programs will 
be seriously delayed because of lack of trained personnel. 


Item No. 2—Security fencing 

The security fencing is required to provide for the security of the submarine 
base by preventing access through the land which is proposed to be acquired. 
Item No. 3—Acquisition of land 


1. The existing Government property at the submarine base has been heavily 
developed. There is no space within the existing complex of buildings where 
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these barracks could be placed without causing unacceptable crowding of build- 
ings. Outside this complex of buildings there are: 

(a) Two ordnance areas requiring large safety clearances; 

? Athletic fields, built on top of fuel oil storage tanks; 

c) Unused areas of steep rock ledges where construction costs would be 
excessive which includes an area near the new FBM training building. This 
latter area could provide space for only half the barracks contained in this 
request. The subsurface in this area where the FBM training building is 
being constructed is solid rock ledge which must be removed by blasting at 
a cost of about $35 per cubic yard. The cost of the FBM training building 
is already running $21,000 over the original estimate because of the excessive 
cost involved in excavating rock for the foundations, and 

(d) A nine-hole golf course. 

Thus the only existing Government property which could be used for the 
barracks is the golf course and the FBM training building area, where building 
costs are excessive. 

2. It is necessary to acquire new land because to locate the barracks on the 
golf course would: 

(a) Place barracks with a capacity of 1,080 men in a less centralized 
location. If these barracks can be built as planned on the new land, they 
will be about 0.4 mile from the mess hall, and 0.3 mile from the new POLARIS 
and nuclear training buildings. If, on the other hand, the barracks must be 
built on the golf course, they will be about 1.1 miles from the mess hall and 
1.3 miles from the new POLARIS and nuclear training buildings. Parking 
space for automobiles within the existing complex of buildings is extremely 
limited, so that it will be necessary for the great majority of enlisted men to 
walk to and from the mess hall, and to and from training classes. Thus the 
closer location as planned on the new land proposed for acquisition, is 
preferable. 

(b) Require the barracks to be located adjacent to the officers’ recreation 
and housing areas, and the enlisted men to walk through these areas on their 
way to and from other parts of the base. While it might be stated that this 
would be objectionable only to the officers, it would actually be just as 
objectionable, and probably more so, to the enlisted men. 

(c) Cause added costs estimated at $23,000 for revision of architect engi- 
neering work and $124,000 for extension of utilities, over and above the 
estimated costs for building the barracks on the land proposed for acquisition. 

(d) Deprive the submarine base of a necessary recreation facility and the 
only golf course in the area which the enlisted men can afford to use. 

There is no local opposition to the acquisition of the land. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


It has denied the request for construction of new barracks and security fencing 
and acquisition of land therefor. The construction of the barracks should be 
restudied with the idea of placing them on existing Government property at this 
location. 

COMMUNICATIONS 
U.S. SENATE, 


Washington, D.C., August 10, 1959. 
Hon. Joun STENNIs, 


Chairman, Senate Subcommittee on Military Construction, 
Washington, D.C. 


Dear Joun: Although I am not a member of your subcommittee I want to 
take the liberty of bringing to your attention the need for restoring appropriations 
funds deleted by the House Appropriations Committee for the submarine base at 
New London. 

The requested funds are to provide barracks for the POLARIS and nuclear 
submarine crews in training. It was indicated in the House report that the bar- 
racks funds were deleted because the Navy had programed acquiring new land 
rather than using existing Government property. 

The Navy Department study indicates that there is no suitable available 
Government land for these barracks and the overall cost of the buildings will be 
lower by acquiring land adjacent to the base for $27,000. 

If these funds are not restored now the lack of housing for training crews will 
necessarily seriously delay the POLARIS and nuclear submarine programs. We 
would not be able to train personnel as scheduled. 
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There is presently in existence a seriously overcrowded condition at the base. 
The allowable criteria is 125 square feet per enlisted man. At this time there is 
only 72 square feet per enlisted man at the New London submarine base. 

I will personally appreciate any assistance you can render in restoring the total 
$2,269,000 fund for the barracks to prevent further delay in our POLARIS and 
nuclear submarine programs. These programs are of extreme importance to the 
Navy as well as the submarine base at New London. 

With best wishes. 

Sincerely, 
Tuomas J. Dopp. 


U.S. Senate, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 


August 10, 1959. 
Hon. Joun STENNIs, 


Chairman, Subcommittee on Military Construction Appropriations, 
Committee on Appropriations, U.S. Senate, Washington, D.C. 


Dear SENATOR STEnNIs: I strongly urge your Subcommittee on Military Con- 
struction Appropriations to restore $2,269,000 in construction funds for the naval 
submarine base at New London-Groton, Conn. Included in this total are three 
line items, $2,225,000 for construction of barracks to house 1,080 shore-based and 
fleet enlisted men and to keep pace with the recently increased student training 
load and planned increases due to acceleration of nuclear and POLARIS sub- 
marine programs, $27,000 for acquisition of land upon which to site the barracks, 
and $17,000 for security fencing to enclose the area. 

The action of the House Committee on Appropriations in deleting these funds 
from H.R. 8575 is incomprehensible in view of the importance of the submarine 
fleet, and especially the new POLARIS submarines, to the national security. 
bo pet a in obtaining the restoration of these items will be greatly appre- 
ciated. 

With warm personal regard, I am, 

Sincerely yours, 
Prescott Busu, U.S. Senator. 

I have personally examined these premises and fail to see how the House com- 
mittee report can call for a restudy. PB 


Nava Auxiniary Arr Station, Meripian, Miss. 


Admiral Curew. Next item, sir, is the Naval Auxiliary Air Station 
at Meridian. The House action was to delete $1,729,000 for the cross- 
wind runway, and $2,985,000 for the OLF-Bravo. The crosswind 
runway I would like to speak to first. 


CROSSWIND RUNWAY 


Having visited Meridian, Mr. Chairman, I think we all recognize 
that when you are teaching students to operate jets, that we require 
a crosswind runway for safety. I believe the House denied the re- 
quest with a statement that it was required for only a small portion 
of the time, based on the wind and the percentage of time that there 
would be a crosswind. However, I think you are well familiar with 
the fact that a sudden thunder shower can come up and the wind can 
blow from any direction. 

Unfortunately if the plane is up, it has to land, and if the amount 
of the crosswind is in excess of that prescribed, the chances of the loss 
of the plane and, as you know, the planes are the T-2Js, they cost 
over a half million dollars apiece, not to mention the pilot’s life. 

Senator Stennis. Just 1 minute. About those crosswind runways? 

Admiral Cuzw. Yes? 
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PURPOSE OF FIELD 


Senator Stennis. Yes. 

And also I think the record ought to show the purpose of this field. 
This is strictly what? 

Admiral Cuew. A training station. 

Senator Stennis. For naval fliers? 

Admiral Curew. That is correct, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Your crosswind runway is to take care of situa- 
tions of extra training traffic, but more particularly when these squalls 
or winds come up, it permits these students 

Admiral Curew. Particularly the inexperienced fliers, yes. 

Senator Stennis. The inexperienced pilots or students? 

Admiral Curew. To land more safely. 

Senator Stennis. To have a crosswind runway, to take advantage 
of the way the wind is blowing so that they can land? 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir. 

eee Stennis. Without that, where dees it leave them as to the 
hazard? 

Admiral Cuew. It leaves them up in the air, sir, precisely, sir. 

Senator Stennis. What would be the result? 

Admiral Cuew. They would have to land on the regular runway 
with the component of crosswind exceeding the safety requirements. 

Chances are they might make it. Then again they might not. 

Senator Stennis. If they don’t make it, what could be the result? 

Admiral Cuew. They would kill themselves and lose a plane that 
costs over half a million dollars. 

Senator SaLttonsTaLL. How long has this field been here as a stu- 
dent field without this crosswind runway? 

Admiral Curew. This field is now under construction, sir. 

Senator SALTONSTALL. So it is a brandnew field; is that it? 

Admiral Curew. It is a brand new field, sir. There are two run- 
ways and this is one. 


PART OF PENSACOLA COMPLEX 


Senator Srennis. This is one item that I have some personal 
knowledge of because it is in my home State. That is one reason. 
But this training station is a part of what you call the Pensacola pat- 
tern or complex, isn’t it, Admiral? 

Admiral Curw. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. And these jet planes with their increased speed 
and all, you really didn’t have room enough down in the Pensacola 
areas, the fields that you have there, to give this training. Isn’t 
that why you moved out? 

Admiral Cuzw. That is essentially the reason, sir, for free air space, 

Senator Stannis. Yes. So you are going into the outlying area, 
but within the Pensacola complex, looking for freer airspace for this 
training? 

Admiral Cuzew. That is correct, sir. 

Senator Srmnnis. Now this field is uader construction and unless 
ta get the crosswind runway, you will have this hazard that you 

ave already mentioned, is that right? 

Admiral Cuzw. Yes, sir. 
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Senator Srennis. Is there anything further you want to say on 
that particular item? 


Admiral Cuzw. No. 
REASON FOR EXCLUSION FROM ORIGINAL REQUEST 


Senator SaLTonsTaLLt. Why wasn’t this asked for in the original 
request? 
y wasn’t this crosswind runway asked for in the original request? 

Admiral Cuew. Because it is part of the incrementing of the con- 
struction, sir; but it was always planned. It was just the phased 
construction. In other words, the main runway was built first and 
then the crosswind runway is next in the orderly completion of 
the station. 

Senator Stennis. This has been authorized in segments anyway, 
has it not? 

Admiral Curw. Yes, sir. 

Senator Srennis. It was not the total amount to begin with, but 
there have been three increments? 

Admiral Cuew. Yes. 

Senator Stennis. Of authorizations with reference to this field, is 
that correct? 

Admira] Curw. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Is ‘this a part of the third increment? 

Admiral Curw. This is the fourth increment and there will be 
additional items in the 1961 program. 

Senator Stennis. And this runway was authorized this year, and 
you are asking for funds? 

Admiral CuEw. Correct, sir. 

Senator STENN1s. As a matter of fact, I already have the informa- 
tion that the contractors that are building the regular runways, I mean 
the first runways, are there and still on the job. 

I know you Jet a second contract down there within the last few 
weeks, and the bid was around $600,000 as I recall, because the con- 
tractor was already there and it is a going concern, and it is on the 
ground. I had understood that if you could you were going to let 
the contract for this crosswind runway before the contractors 
cleared out? 

Admiral Cuzw. That’s correct. 

Senator Stennis. For the further construction program. 

Admiral Cuzw. To correct the record, I think that this is actually 
the fourth increment. 

NEED FOR RUNWAY 


Senator Stennis. Now on this crosswind runway, I don’t know 
anything about this myself, the necessity of it. If you don’t consider 
it necessary, it is all right with me to leave it out. But if you say it 
is necessary, I am going to make a fight to the end to get it in every 
way that I know how. 

Admiral Curw. As emphatically as I can, sir, I say that it is neces- 
sary, but not being a naval aviator, I cannot speak, as you call it, 
as an eyeball witness. We have, however, Captain Bridgers from 
OP-O5 here and he would be delighted to give you an aviator’s point 
of view as to the necessity of a crosswind runway. 
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Senator Stennis. Captain, we are glad to have you here, sir. 
You just speak to this subject matter strictly on the merits from a 
military standpoint. 

Captain Brincers. Yes, sir. If we don’t have this runway, Mr. 
Chairman, the conditions that Admiral Chew described could actually 
be chaotic. I have seen this happen once before in propeller-driven 
aircraft where there was no crosswind runway for the students to 
land on, and if you have a flight say of 15 or 20 airplanes airborne, 
they must come down, as Admiral Chew pointed out. And if one or 
two of them have just minor accidents, they will foul up the runway. 
Then the others will plow into them, and you can have the most 
chaotic condition that you can imagine, with planes running off all 
sides of the runway and very severe damage to planes and considerable 
possibility of loss of life, sir. 

I think probably we have missed the point before the House. We 
thought the need for this was so obvious that we didn’t properly 
explain it. 

Senator Stennis. As I said yesterday, that can frequently happen. 
A lawyer talking about a legal question assumes too much. You are 
an aviator. 

Captain Brincers. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. You are a captain in the Navy, of course, and 
you are a naval aviator and you are speaking from experience and 
personal knowledge? 

Captain Briverrs. Yes, sir. 


RUNWAYS AT OTHER AIR STATIONS 


Senator Stennis. Do your other modern naval air stations in train- 
ing jet fliers have these crosswind runways or do you have them 
planned? What is that situation? 

Captain Brincrers. The training stations do have them, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Senator Stennis. That is what I mean, the training stations? 

Captain Brincrrs. With the other stations it would depend on the 
amount of usage that was indicated from the prevailing winds. 

Senator Stennis. Yes. 

Captain Bripcrers. Some do and some don’t. 

Senator Srennis. It would depend upon what? 

Captain Brincers. The amount of prevailing crosswind or the 
possibility of a crosswind. 

Senator Stennis. That depends upon the weather, so to speak. 

Captain Bripcers. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Now you plan to use this as a very active training 
field, do you not? 

Captain Bripcers. Yes, sir;.it will be very active. 

Senator Stennis. A considerable volume of traffic and training 
all the time, day and night, is that right? 

Captain Brinegers. Yes, sir. 

Senator Srennis. All right, is there anything further that you 
could say that would shed light upon the merits of this matter? 

_ Captain Brineers. No, sir; I think we have emphasized the 
importance of it, sir. 

We have just got to have it. 
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_ Senator Srennis. Yes. All right, Admiral, you have another 
item? Just keep your seat there, Captain. We have something 
else on this outlying field. 


OUTLYING FIELD BRAVO REQUEST 


_ Admiral Cuew. The outlying field Bravo request was denied. 
The statement was “Use existing facilities in the area.’ I assume 
from that, Mr. Chairman, that there was no question as to the need 
for an outlying field. 

Briefly, as you know, a training base has many, many practice 
landings. They cannot be accomplished at the base itself, so there 
is a touchdown landing strip where the pilot goes out, makes his 
landing, has it corrected and so on; so I will not speak to the need of 
the field, but simply to the remarks made by the House that existing 
facilities should be used. 

We have studied the following existing fields which could be utilized 
for these practice landings and their location and distance from 
Meridian is noted in the reclama statement. As you notice there, 
Laurel, Miss., is 91 miles away. Notice that 30 or 40 miles is the 
optimum maximum distance from the base field. That purely is a 
matter of economy. There is no point jn having a plane fly 75 or 
80 miles when it could fly 40. Forty would be mai speaking the 
optimum, so a number of those fields were eliminated because of their 
distance. 

Many others were eliminated because they were in the airways 
pattern. 

LOCAL AIRWAYS PATTERN 


Senator Stennis. What do you mean airways pattern, Admiral? 


Admiral Cuzew. Commercial airways. For example, the very field 
at Meridian was studied, but there you have commercial airlines, the 
Delta Airlines, and I believe there is another line going in soon, that 
would interfere with the volume of practice landings required for an 
outlying field. Other fields were studied, one in particular, Demopo- 
lis, which was an Air Force field. This again was directly under 
one of the main commercial airways. 

Captain Bripcers. I have a chart that would show that, sir. 

Admiral Curew. As a matter of fact, there were 18 fields studied, 
and outlying field Bravo was determined to be the best possible 
location for this much needed facility. 


LOCATION OF OLF BRAVO 


‘ — SattonsTALu. How far is this Bravo field from Meridian 
eld? 

Admiral Curew. This one, I believe—I have it exactly, sir. 

Senator Stennis. About 20 miles? 

Admiral Cuzw. About 20, I believe, sir. 

Captain Brivcers. Nineteen miles. 

Senator Stennis. Let me say this for the committee and the Navy 
too, this Bravo field, the proposed location of it is in my home county, 
and I don’t want it there at all myself, the people don’t want it there, 
the ones who are affected. The only reason that I haven’t strenu- 
ously objected to it and tried to defeat it is because I knew it was an 
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essential part of this operation of the air station. The Navy showed 
that it could not use these over in eastern Alabama particularly where 
I had hoped they would be able to. 

I say to the Navy again if you can make any substitute for this to 
carry out the mission of this airbase, I wish you would do it. I just 
agreed to this against my real wishes and my inclinations because of 
military necessity. Now if anyone has any substitute to offer that is 
practical from a military standpoint, I would be the first one to wel- 
come it. But if you say it is essential to the operation of the station, 
why that is another matter and I would go along with it under those 
conditions. 

Admiral Curw. I think the House agrees to the essentiality of the 
outlying field. On the question of the location, as I say, we have 
conducted studies. 

Senator Stennis. I don’t think it is a question here now as to what 
the House agrees with. If you say it is essential you had better prove 
it right here in this record. 

Admiral Cuew. It is essential. 

Senator Stennis. And then it will have to stand or fall on what 
you gentlemen say. 

: EVIDENCE OF ESSENTIALITY 


Admiral Crew. It is unquestionably essential, sir. As you know, 
there are approximately 900 practice landings for which these outlying 
fields are required. 

Senator SaLronsTaLL. How many students will you have down 
here at the time you finish Meridian Field? 

Captain Bripcsrs. 366. 

Senator SatronsTaLL. What I had in mind was this: I am not a 
resident of Mississippi, so I can speak frankly. How much longer 
will it take you to build this Meridian Field? 

Admiral Cutew. There will be approximately 200 T-—2J planes and 
about 366 students at Meridian. 

Senator SatronsTaLu. I meant how long will it be before the 
Meridian Field is complete? 


DATE OF COMPLETION OF FIELD 


Admiral Cxrw. It will be operational in the fall of 1961, sir. 

Senator SALTONSTALL. That is about a year and a half away or 2 
years? 

Admiral Cuzw. About 2 years. 

Senator SaLTonsTaLL. Now assume you came up on this Bravo 
Field or studied this problem for another year or came up with a sup- 
plementary request next January, carrying out the thought that has 
been expressed here as to the desirability of Bravo Field caren placed 
where it was and the opportunity to find another field. 

Would it tie you up in any way to study this thing for another 6 
months? 

omen Cuew. Captain Bridgers would like to explain this with a 
chart. 

Captain Bringers. Mr. Chairman, I have a rough sketch that 
shows the air situation down there. 
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DELAY IN MERIDIAN FIELD OPERATION 


Senator Stennis. We will get to that, but the Senator’s question is 
very pertinent. It is a question of delay. If you delay this 6 months 
or 12 months, will that delay the operation of the Meridian Field? 

Captain Brivcers. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Just say how much it would. Can you operate 
without this outlying field? 

Captain Brincers. We cannot operate. 

Admiral Cuew. We cannot operate without it, sir. 

: ene Stennis. Therefore they must go along together; is that 
night! 

Captain Bripcers. Yes, sir. 

Admiral Pettier. Mr. Chairman, in answer to that, this area has 
been thoroughly investigated. We have an engineering report here 
which investigated 10 sites within the area. This site, site No. 4, was 
the one selected after all factors were taken into consideration. 

This is a very detailed engineering investigation of the outlying 
field Bravo. It explains why we have located it here. We couldn’t 
do any more than this. We have looked over every possible site in 
that area that meets the criteria, and outlying field Bravo is the answer 
to the problem. 

Senator SatronsTauu. In other words, you feel that Meridian Field 
on which you have spent a considerable amount of money and where 

ou are going to have all these students will not be of value to the 
Na and to our Government unless you have this field at Bravo, 
which you say you can’t put anywhere else satisfactorily? 

Admiral Pettier. That’s right, sir, and the operators can speak to 
the fact that if we don’t have this outlying field, we can’t make full 
use of the facilities. 

Senator Stennis. Let Captain Bridgers speak to that. 

Captain Bripcers. The chart I was going to show I thought might 
be of help to Senator Saltonstall to refresh him. 

Senator Stennis. Bring it up here and show it to him, Captain. 


STUDY OF AREA 


Captain Brincers. In blue you ee Meridian. North of 
a 


Meridian are two sites shown in red, Alpha and Bravo. The point, 
Senator, is that to make this field at Meridain completely useful, we 
must have two outlying fields, and the one under discussion in this 
program is Bravo. 

e next one will be in next year’s programs. 

Senator Stennis. But to start operations at all you have got to 
have at least one? 

Captain Brineers. Yes. 

Senator SatronstTatu. Where is Bravo? 

Captain Bridgers. Right here, sir nies to map]. This is the 
city of Meridian, the parent station, this is the outlying field Bravo, 
and this is the one that will be asked for next year, Alpha. 

Senator Stennis. This survey you have made of 18 other possible 
locations, those were locations where there were already some flying 
facilities and you were seeing if you could utilize them; is that correct? 

Admiral Cuzw. That is correct, sir. 
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Senator Stennis. And this included this down here, this Demopolis 
area in Alabama? 

Captain Brincers. It is right here, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Srennis. You are pointing to the map there. You investi- 
gated Laurel, Miss.; Jackson, Miss.; Greenwood, Miss.; Columbus, 
Miss.; Tuscaloosa, Ala., Selma, Ala.; Mobile, Ala.; Demopolis, Ala.; 
as listed in your statement; is that correct? 

Admiral Cuew. That is correct. 

Senator Stennis. And you were also unable to utilize those various 
locations for various reasons? 

Captain Brincers. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Mainly due to the distance in the air pattern? 

Captain Bripncers. The distance, sir, ruled all of them out except 
the airfield at Demopolis. 

And the city of Meridian’s own field. Those two, distancewise, are 
satisfactory. But the Meridian field itself was very undesirable 
because it is entirely too close to the metropolitan area of Meridian. 

Senator Stennis. It is just impossible to use it, I know. 

Captain Brincers. The reason against the use of Demopolis 
is, as you can see, here are the three airways which are mentioned, 
and in order to get from Meridian, and the operating area which 
we will be using from Meridian to the northwest, to Demopolis, we 
would have to cross these two rather heavily traveled civil airways. 


OPEN AIRSPACE TO NORTHWEST 


Senator Stennis. As a matter of fact, one of the prime reasons 
that you selected Meridian as the site of this station was the fact 
that you had an open airspace to the northwest of Meridian: is that 
correct? 

Captain Brincers. That is correct. 

Senator Stennis. So therefore you naturally want to locate your 
landing fields in that very airspace? 

Captain Bripcers. That’s true. 

Admiral Cuew. To further justify it, sir, the actual syllabus 
requires about 900 practice abit a day. It is planned to have 
essentially between 450 and 500 practice ie on each outlying 
field per day. 


NIGHT LANDINGS 


Senator Stennis. You have landings there at night too, do you not? 
Admiral Cunw. Yes. 
Senator Stennis. Would you leave that map with us? 
Captain Brincers. Yes, sir. 
: Senator Stennis. Mr. Clerk, we will file that as part of the record 
ere. 
Is there anything else that either of you wish to say on this? 
Admiral Cuew. No. sir. 
Captain Bripcers. May I say, I wish, Mr. Chairman, that we 
could keep it firmly in mind that we need two fields, sir? 
Senator Stennis. Yes. 
Captain Brineers. I think we are losing sight of the fact that we 
need two fields, and there is only one in this program, sir. 
Senator Stennis. Yes. 


42550—59—-46 
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Captain Bringers. But we have to have two. 

Senator Stennis. You have selected another possible site that if 
approved by the Congress would be acceptable to you? 

Captain Bringsrs. Yes. 

Senator Stennis. And that is what you call Alpha? 

Captain Brincers. Yes. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

(The justification follows :) 


Navat Auxitiary Arr Station, Meripian, Miss. 


Budget House Restoration 
request action requested 


1, Crosswind runway $1, 729,000 | —$1, 729,000 | +$1, 729, 000 
2. Outlying landing field, Bravo 2,985,000 | —2, 985,000 +2, 985, 000 


4,714,000 | —4,714,000 +4, 714, 000 


REASONS FOR RESTORATION REQUEST 


Item No. 1— Crosswind runway 


1. In planning for the introduction of the basic jet trainer it is essential to safe 
operations that facilities be provided for this phase of pilot training. Students 
will be operating this jet aircraft solo after approximately 36 hours in the T-34 
prop trainer and another 13 dual hours in the T2J jet trainer. Too much empha- 
sis cannot be placed on the lack of pilot experience at this stage of training. 
Students in early stages of basic training cannot safely handle 90° crosswind com- 
ponents greater than 7 knots. This reflects the basic training operational ex- 
perience that students in this phase of training must encounter a minimum of 
crosswinds, particularly on solo flights. The greater directional control inherent 
in a tricycle-type landing gear is recognized once it is on the runway. The need 
for proper drift correction, however, and the technique of touching down during 
crosswind conditions still exists. Conditions of sudden wind shifts, such as those 
caused by thunderstorms prevalent in the Meridian area during 4 months of the 
year and for a total of about 60 days, are safety hazards to which inexperienced 
pilots should not be exposed. 

2. Although a 10-percent void in wind coverage due to the lack of a crosswind 
runway would appear relatively negligible, its effect on maintaining a satisfactory 
student flow and on the number of accidents is appreciable. Excessive cross- 
winds at launchtime will occasionally dictate cancellation of a flight, but aircraft 
airborne must land under these conditions, which may exceed the students’ 
capability and which will invariably result in damage ito aircraft and injury to 
students. To avoid this situation it would be necessary to recall training flights 
whenever adverse crosswinds were anticipated. As surface wind conditions can- 
not be accurately predicted at all times, particularly when thunderstorms are 
in the general area, flights would frequently be recalled unnecessarily, resulting in 
loss of student and aircraft time. pon occasion, flights would not be recalled, 
and, because of sudden wind shifts when the aircraft were low on fuel, would be 
required to land under adverse crosswind conditions. Under these conditions, 
one or two minor ground loops could have a chain reaction effect which would be 
disastrous. 

3. Intensive training operations do not lend themselves to the vagaries of 
winds unless a conservative operational attitude is adopted with the resultant 
excessive loss of flight time. his in turn must be converted into increased time 
on board for students with a resultant increase in cost of training. As student 
flight safety must be the paramount consideration within the training command, 
the lack of a crosswind runway would result in excessive delays to the training 

rogram and would result in dollar losses due to aircraft damage, manpower 
osses, and ineffective use of aircraft. Accordingly a crosswind runway at 
Meridian is both an operational and a flight safety necessity. 


Item No. 2—Outlying field Bravo 


1. Student flow under the basic jet training syllabus requires a total of 957 
practice landings each flyable day, including 156 for solo, 288 for precision, 133 
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for crosswind, and 380 for field carrier landing practice. In addition to these 
practice landings, each student must complete 126% flying hours requiring 98 
flights which involve a takeoff and landing cycle. These flights must be accom- 
modated at NAAS Meridian and require a total of 270 flights per day. The two 
Meridian runways can accommodate approximately 320 flights per day during an 
8-hour period. This leaves a requirement for approximately 900 practice land- 
ings for which additional practice runways are required. Due to the complex 
traffic control problem which would: result from operating all of these landings 
from a single field it was planned to utilize two outlying fields, each with a ca- 
pacity of 400 to 500 pan landings td day depending on the type. A study 
of existing fields which might be utilized for these practice landings was made and 
their location and distance from Meridian is shown below: 


Laurel, Miss Key Field, Meridian, Miss 
Jackson, Miss Craig Air Force Base 
Greenwood, Miss Maxwell Air Force Base 
Columbus, Miss Brookley Air Force Base 
Tuscaloosa, Ala Keesley Air Force Base 
Selma, Ala Columbus Air Force Base 
NAS, Birmingham 
Demopolis, Ala NAS, New Orleans, La 
NAS, Memphis, Tenn NAS, Pensacola, Fla 


Practice fields in excess of 30 or 40 miles distant would introduce additional 
navigation, airways, weather, fuel, and other problems with which a pilot in this 
stage of training is unable to cope. Because of excessive distance, which would 
complicate the training schedule, only two of these fields were considered in detail. 

Demopolis Municipal Pield lies under the nothern edge of Victor Airway 154 
and 4 miles southeast of Victor Airway 209. These airways present a serious 
flight hazard to training jet aircraft and to aircraft traversing those airways. 
Use of the location would require training planes to cross Victor Airway 18 and 
Victor Airway 209 in transit to the field. 

Key Field is located in the southwest corner of the city of Meridian within city 
limits. The field is used by Delta Air Lines for five scheduled flights per day in 
addition to the activities of the Mississippi Air National Guard and local non- 
scheduled flights. Use of the field for basic jet training is considered very, unde- 
sirable because of interference with commercial activity and a serious hazard in 
connection with training flights operating over the city. Flight operations of the 
density required for the basic jet syllabus would result in extremely unfavorable 
relations with the local population and would be compounded by each aircraft 
accident involving damage to private property. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 
Items Nos. 1 and 2 


“The reductions recommended by the committee include the deletion of the 
request of $2,985,000 for an outlying field at the Naval Air Station, Meridian, 
Miss., and $1,729,000 for a crasswind runway at the same location. The com- 
mittee feels that the Navy should use existing facilities in this area in lieu of ac- 
quiring additional land for the outlying field. Testimony indicated that the 
crosswind runway was required for only a small portion of the time and therefore 
the committee desires that the Navy restudy the actual need for this item.” 


Nava Arr Station, LEMOoRE, CALIF, 


MISCELLANEOUS REDUCTION 


Senator SALTONSTALL (presiding). The next item is “Miscellaneous 
reduction,’’ Admiral. 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir, miscellaneous reduction for the cost at 
Lemoore, and with your permission I would like to have Admiral 
Peltier speak to the reduction in costs. 

Admiral Pettrer. Mr. Chairman, the committee of the House made 
an across-the-board reduction of $3 million on our request. 
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1959 CONTRACT ESTIMATES 


Our estimates for the fiscal year 1959 program on two big contracts 
totaling over $15 million of authorization are within one-half of 1 
percent of what we figure it is going to actually cost us. 

In other words, for these two contracts involving fiscal year 1959 
items, the authorized amount is $15,154,000. To the base bid we 
add the collateral equipment that we have to buy plus administration 
cost and you get $14,620,000 which is about 96.5 percent of the 
authorized amount. 

At this stage of the contract, we know we need about 3 percent for 
contingency. That would make it 99.5 percent of the authorized 
amount. 

We feel that the estimates we have submitted on this program are 
very good and we just will not be able to carry out the program with 
a $3 million reduction. 

Senator SatronsTaLu. These are all items in connection with the 
Lemoore Hospital? 

Admiral Pettrer. No. The reduction applies to all the items 
combined. 

REDUCTION IN LINE ITEMS 


Admiral Curw. Senator, this was a general money reduction on all 
the other items. We had previously discussed the Lemoore Hospital 
which was one of the line items, but this is a money cut over all of the 
line items, and Mr. Smyth will furnish you a list of the items included 
in the 1960 program. 

Senator SatronsTAuu. In other words, these are all items at the 
naval air station exclusive of the hospital? 

Admiral Curw. Yes, sir. 


HOUSE CUT 


Senator SatronstaLy. And the House committee cut you $3 
million? 

Admiral Curew. That is correct. 

Senator SatronstTauu. And you are asking for that $3 million back? 

Admiral Curw. Yes, sir. 

Senator SatronsTaty. On the whole program. Now if we had to 
compromise or cut down, which would have the least priority, or 
could you furnish that for the record? 

Admiral Cuew. All of the items in the 1960 program are required 
to make the station operable. This is also a new master jet station 
being constructed in Lemoore, Calif., sir. 

Senator SatroNsTauy. In other words, you say that these are 
carefully thought out estimates, and that if there is any reduction in 
co it is going to slow down putting this station into an operational 

asis 

Admiral Cuew. Yes. sir. 


ENGINEERING ESTIMATES 


Senator SatronsTaLu. The admiral mentioned the careful engineer- 
ing estimates. On what basis do you make that statement? ould 
you repeat that? 
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Admiral Pettier. The estimates that we have for this program 
are carefully prepared engineering estimates. In some cases they are 
based on th and specifications. 

In others they are based on preliminary engineering reports. But 
to emphasize how close our estimates are, I mentioned that for the 
fiscal 1959 year items, we are within one-half of 1 percent of the au- 
thorized amount. So, based on our 1959 experience, we feel that for 
the 1960 program these are good, firm estimates. 

Senator Satronstauu. I don’t think I have any more questions 
unless you have something further. 













HEATING IN HANGARS 

















Admiral Cumw. I would like to answer one question that the 
House made a specific comment on, sir. They mentioned the heating 
in the hangars, and our criteria is a 60° F. temperature in the hangar 
for maintenance and checks on high performance aircraft. Much of 
this work must be done at night to meet operational schedules for 
flights on the following day. 

For approximately 4 months of the year a 60° F. temperature 
cannot be met in the hangar bays, without heating facilities since the 
night temperatures—and I’m sure you are familiar with the valley, 
sir—frequently reach 30° to 40° during the winter months. I simply 
wanted to address my remarks to the remarks that the House com- 
mittee made, sir. 

Senator SatronsTaLu. Thank you, Admiral. If you have nothing 
more will you go on? 


Navau Air Station, Norru Istanp, Catir, 










Senator Satronstauu. Next item is North Island, Calif., carrier 
pier. x 
The Navy estimated $7 million and the House allowed nothing. 
Admiral Cunw. The House made the comment, sir, ‘Existing 
facilities are adequate in the immediate future.” 


PRFSENT FACILITIES 



















The present facilities at North Island for carriers consist right at 
the present time of four berths which will accommodate the attack 
carriers of the Essex class, which have a draft of approximately 32 feet. 

Now two carriers of the CVA-41 class, that is the Midway class, 
and the CVA-59 class, which is the Forrestal class, are assigned to the 
Pacific Fleet and are home ported on the west coast. 

By September of 1961 the number of carriers in these classes as- 
signed to the Pacific Fleet will be increased to five. 

I would like to point out that the air groups and squadrons based 
at Miramar, North Island and Ream Field deploy on carriers which 
are home ported in the San Diego area. 

Senator SatronsTaLu. What you are saying is simply this. Your 
berths will take the old Essex class but not the new Enterprise class? 

Admiral Curw. Yes, sir. 

Senator SatronsTaLL. And you have to provision those and fuel 
those offshore, unless you have enlarged piers. 

Admiral Curw. Yes, sir. 
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NEW PIER CONSTRUCTION 


Senator SattronsTaLu. Do you intend to build new piers or'do you 
intend to enlarge the present piers? 

Admiral Cuew. We intend to build a new pier at the entrance, and 
this was carefully studied. There were really two ways of doing it. 
We could enlarge the present piers and then we would have the inner 
harbor congestion, because the present piers are right in the inner 
harbor, and this proposed pier is out on the entrance channel side of 
North Island. 

Senatot SaLTonsTALL. And how many will this new pier take, one 
or two! 

Admiral Curew. One carrier at a time at the pier, sir. 

Senator SattonsTALL. What I have in mind is that if gradually the 
Navy plans are carried through, the Essex class carrier will become 
obsolete, will it not 

Admiral Cuew. If we eventually get full replacement, yes, sir. 

Senator SatronsTaLu. And then you will have these piers in the 
inner harbor that you mentioned that would be of no use? 

Admiral Cuew. I think at that time there were two proposals, one 
was to enlarge the piers in the inner harbor, and the costs were essen- 
tially the same, except that because of the dredging operation plus 
the congestion it was deemed more economical to do it the other way, 
plus the added feature that a carrier could get out much more quickly. 


IMPORTANCE OF COMPLETION DATE 


Senator SattonsTaLL. How soon do you expect the Enterprise 
carriers to be out, autumn of 1961, you say? 

Admiral Cuew. You mean the 59 class carriers to be out there? 

Senator SALToNSTALL. Yes. 

Admiral Curw. There will be two in 1961; yes, sir. 

Senator SatronsTALu. So what you want to do is have this pier by 
September 1961? 

Admiral Cuew. Yes. 

Senator SatronstaLu. How long will it take you to do it? 
‘ <. Pettier. It will be about 18 months or in that neighbor- 

ood. 

Senater SaLtTonstTaLu. This will be a-brandnew pier with dredging? 

Admiral Rettier. Yes. 
‘ ae SaLTonsTALL. And roads and support buildings and so 
or 

Admiral Peitier. Probably very little support buildings, but it will 
require access roads. 

TYPE OF PIER 


Senator Satronstauu. And this will not be a pier that you will 
take the carrier out. This will not be a pier where you can lift the 
boat out of the water? 

Admiral Curew. No drydock, sir. It is a very limited facility, with 
a short working section of the pier with supports similar to bollards 
for the bow and the stern of the carrier. 

Senator SattonstTA.t. Is there any drydock in San Diego now? 

Admiral Cuew. No, there is no drydock in San Diego, sir. 

Senator SALTonsTALL. There is one up in San Francisco, is there? 
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Admiral Curw. Long Beach is the closest. 
Senator SALTONSTALL. So it really comes down to a question as to 
whether we want to go ahead at this time to have a pier that the big 
carriers can come into, or provision them and put on the logistics for 










































































































































1 them out in the open water until we do build a pier. 
Admiral Curew. That is essentially correct, sir. 
r Senator SatronstaLu. Thank you very much. 
fe (The justification follows: ) 
) 
Nava Arr Station, NortH Istanp, Catir. 
le 
Budget House Restoration 
request action requested 
1c on gi cea Tec $7, 000,000 | —$7,000,000 | +$7, 000, 000 
1e 
- REASON FOR RESTORATION REQUEST 
he Item No. 1—Carrier pier 
1. Present facilities at North Island for carriers consist of 4 berths which will 
ne accommodate four attack carriers of the Essex class or equivalent which have a 
draft of 32 feet. Two carriers of the CVA 41 and CVA 59 class are assigned to 
n- the Pacific Fleet and are homeported on the west coast. By September 1961, the 
jus ew of carriers in these classes assigned to the Pacific Fleet will be increased 
1 to five. 
: 2. Air groups and squadrons based at Miramar, North Island, and Ream Field 
y- deploy on carriers homeported in the San Diego area. The relation of ships and 
squadrons must be maintained. Operational training during the predeployment 
training period necessitates that the air fields and the carrier be in general close- 
¥ proximity for logistic support and orderly deployment. A berth which will 
"Use accommodate the larger carriers does not exist in the San Diego area. The existing 
~— could be modified and adjacent waters dredged to meet this requirement, 
9 ut only at greater cost and detrimental effect to the already congested inner 
; harbor, and further the ship would not be in a position for rapid egress in an 
emergency. If not provided, the carriers must anchor offshore in unsheltered 
water and be loaded by lighters, tankers and supply ships. This is a dangerous 
‘bv operation and is a costly burden in terms of manpower, ships and time. 
HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 
Item No. 1 
‘“* * * existing facilities are adequate to meet operational requirements in 
bor- the immediate future * * *,” 
ng? Marine Corps Auxitiary Arr Station, Yuma, Ariz. 
ioe Senator SattonsTaLu. The next one is Yuma, Ariz., MCAAS, for 
7 line items. 
will _ The committee reduced you by $682,000 and you request a restora- 
: tion of $412,000? ; ; 
Admiral Cuzew. We request the restoration, yes, sir. 
Senator SALTONSTALL. You request the full restoration on that? 
will Admiral Curw. Yes, sir. 
t the (Discussion off the record.) 
Admiral Cuew. The authorization has been reduced by $270,000, 
with [ 80 we are not reclamaing the reduction in authorization. 
llards 
RESTORATION REQUESTED 
? 






Senator SALTONSTALL. So you are reclamaing $682,000? 
Admiral CuEew. $682,000 less $279,000, or $412,000. 
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Senator Sattonstauu. And this is a Marine Corps item, a Marine 
Corps problem? 

Admiral Cuzw. It is a Marine Corps auxiliary air station. 

Senator SatronsTaLu. And there are 7 items which have been 
reduced by $682,000 out of a principal amount of $4,121,000. Is 
your reclama based on engineering estimates for that? 


ENGINEERING ESTIMATES 


Admiral Pettier. Mr. Chairman, the amount that was authorized 
was $3,851,000 so the reclama is for $412,000. In preparing the 
estimates, the engineering firms of Johanessen & Girand; Golden, 
Bryant & Jehle of Yuma were hired to prepare the preliminary engi- 
neering, including these cost estimates. They took into consideration 
all known factors affecting cost in the Yuma, Ariz., area such as the 
availability of material, A labor market, labor to be imported, 
effect of the climate on the productivity of labor during the hot season 
and special procedures necessitated by extreme summer heat—which 
is particularly true when pouring concrete. The cost estimates can 
therefore be regarded as accurate. 

The committee statement, in effect, is that these funds should be 
sufficient to carry the construction on at a cost ratio similar to that 
experienced in the other areas of the country. But take, for instance, 
the messhall. The average messhall cost throughout the country is 
$26.83 a square foot. That is based on a unit factor of one. The 
Yuma messhall is priced at $21.55 per square foot on a unit factor of 
one. Since we have an area cost factor of one point one, our budget 
cost is $23.70 which we have in our presentation. The cost factor is 
a little high but we have cut down the actual cost per square foot 
to below the average throughout the country. 

Senator Satronstatu. Let me ask this: Is this a new facility? 

Admiral Curw. No, this is a facility that was taken over from the 
Air Force, sir, for Navy use. 


NEED FOR RESTORATION FOR OPERABILITY 


Senator SatronsTa.Lu. Assume that some of these items were cut 
out. Would you still be able to go forward and use this space for 
whatever purposes you want? 

Admiral Cuew. This would not be an operable facility without the 
completion of these items. 

Senator SatronsTaLL. You say the same thing here as you did on 
Lemoore? 

Admiral Cunw. Yes, sir. 

Senator Satronstatt. Unless you get these items, then the base 
becomes unoperable? 

Admiral Cuew. Yes. 

Senator SatronstaLu. And then you say in addition that these 
estimates are just as careful as you can figure them? 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir. 

Senator SauttonstauL. So if we agree with the House and take this 
$682,000 away from you, you can’t go forward and complete this 
project? 

Admiral Cuzw. The engineer says he cannot complete it, sir. I 
would not like to speak to that. 
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Admiral Pe.tier. No, sir, these costs are firm. We would have 
to cut out something, sir. 

Senator SattonstaLu. Mr. Chairman, I have no further questions. 
As I see this thing, it is a question as to whether we take the Navy 
estimates in full or simply automatically, if you will, cut out some of 
these items. ‘They say i? we do that they won’t be able to complete 
the station and make it operable. 

Senator Stennis. This is another one of your new installations, is 
it? I’m sorry I was out of the room for a few minutes. 

Admiral Cuzew. This was taken over from the Air Force at a con- 
siderable saving. It was a replacement for Mojave, about a $35 
million saving by using the Air Force facilities in this respect. 

Senator Stennis. I remember it quite well. So to the extent that 
you are having to redo it, it is a new start, is it? 

Admiral Curw. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. But it is really an old military installation? 

Admiral Cunw. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Your main point here is that your construction 
costs are similar to that or below? 

Admiral Pe.tier. The actual cost that we intend to pay for the 
messhall is below the average that we pay throughout the country. 
The construction factor that we have calculated for this area is 1.1. 
Of course that is subject to change, as more bid experience is obtained 
in the area. The actual cost for the runways that were just awarded 
was a little below 1.1. But we are designing here is not at the actual 
cost of messhalls built throughout the country but at something less. 
We have cut our building down to the bare necessities to stay within 
these costs. 

(The justification follows:) 


Marine Corrs Avuxitiary Arr Station, Yuma, Ariz. 


Item Budget House Restoration 
request action requested 


I ii cic 2 ease wcelsp cnnpbavesdccsecwesemnene~ $3, 851, 000 —$412, 000 +$412, 000 


REASONS FOR RESTORATION REQUEST 


MCAAS, Yuma (general reduction) 

i. Enns budget estimate of $3,851,000 represents the best engineering judgment 
available. 

2. In preparing the estimates, the engineering firms of Johanessen & Girand, 
of Phoenix, Ariz.; Golden, Bryant & Jehle, of Yuma; and Charles G. Polacek of 
Phoenix, Ariz. were hired to provide preliminary engineering, including the cost 
estimate. They took into consideration all known factors affecting costs in the 
Yuma area, such as availability of materials, the local labor market, labor to be 
imported, effect of the climate on the productivity of labor during the hot season, 
special procedures necessitated by the extreme summer heat (for instance, pre- 


precautions in pouring concrete pavement). The cost estimate can therefore be 
regarded as an accurate one. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


“The committee has provided $3,439,000 for the Marine Corps Air Station, 
Yuma, Ariz. These funds should be sufficient to carry on this construction at a 
cost ratio similar to that experienced in other areas of this country.” 





728 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION APPROPRIATIONS, 1960 


MISCELLANEOUS REDUCTIONS 


Senator Stennis. I don’t want to go back over it all, but on these 
other items just give me a little quick statement about those miscel- 
laneous reductions. The committee reduction of $3 million, what 
was that, please? 

Senator Sattonstautu. Mr. Chairman, I think I might be able to 
help you on that. 

mater Stennis. I wish you would. 

Senator SaALTONSTALL. They state in subject, in substance, that 
the House reduced their estimates by $3 million, and that they can’t 
complete the items without this $3 million. That their estimates are 
correct within one-half percent based on previous experience. 

Admiral Pe.tirer. Mr. Chairman, I would like to show this to you 
{shows exhibit]. 

Here is the authorized amount for items in the fiscal year 1959 
program. Here is the actual low bid plus our collateral requirement 
plus for administrative costs. They come within 96.5 percent of the 
authorized amount. 

At this stage of the contract we allow 3 percent for contingency, so 
we are within 99.5 percent of the authorized amount. e believe 
that from experience, our current estimates are good. The same 
engineers who prepared the 1959 estimates have prepared the 1960 
ones. 

We feel we have a very firm estimate here. If we reduce that we 
will have to cut down on some items. We just won’t be able to build 
it. We can’t squeeze it any more. 

When you get within a half percent of your total that is about as 
close as you can get. 

Pier aT Norrs IsLanp 


Senator Stennis. Now, a quick summary as to the reasons at 
aa Give me a brief word on that pier, if you will, the carrier 

erth. 

Admiral Crew. I think Senator Saltonstall sums it up very nicely. 
It is a question of whether we can berth the new Forrestal class 
carriers and the Midway or not. We have no facility in San Diego 
at present. 

Senator Stennis. Do you have any facility on the west coast? 

Admiral Curw. At Long Beach, yes, but the home port of the 
carriers is San Diego, and the adjacent jet station for the planes, the 
master jet station is there. 

Senator Stennis. How did you let Long Beach get ahead of San 
Diego with reference to that? 

Admiral Curw. There is a shipyard at Long Beach. 

Senator Stennis. Do they build carriers there? 

Admiral Cuew. They do not build them; no, sir. 

Senator Stennis. I think my question still applies. How did you 
build a wharfing berth for the carriers at Long Beach before you did 
at San Diego? 

Admiral Curew. There is a drydock at Long Beach, sir. 

Senator Saltonstall asked about a drydock capable of docking for 
repairs. The San Diego area is the operating area, sir, wherein the 
ship is home ported. 
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Senator Stennis. I remember something about one up in Wash- 
ington. Don’t you have one planned up there? 

Admiral Cuew. That is a drydock being constructed now, sir, for 
repairs to damaged Forrestal class carriers. There is no drydock on 
the west coast that will take a damaged Forrestal except the one now 
under construction at Bremerton, Wash., sir. 

Rca Stennis. Thank you for that. What is your next item, 
ease? 
r Nava Arr Station, Laxenurst, N.J. 


Admiral Cuew. The next item is Naval Air Station at Lakehurst. 
The House action was to reduce by $273,000. We are reclamaing the 
$273,000. Their statement was— 

Make maximum use of existing facilities as well as portable generators available 
to the Navy. 
EMERGENCY GENERATOR 


Deletion of the subitem of the emergency generator estimated to 
cost $273,000 will result in the lack of minimum emergency power 
which is essential for the proper and safe operation of the station. 
In March of 1958 an outage of power continued for 20 hours, so the 
departments were unable to work for 2 days. And the safety of the 
65,000 pounds of meat and so on was endangered. 

That is a standard emergency generator outfit, and in answer to 
the questions of using portable generators available to the Navy, 
there are portable generators located, for example, at Port Hueneme. 
This is sumilar to the line item which we discussed in the authorization 
committee, Mr. Chairman, of the portable power for Sabana Seca, 
which is a communication station, and the question came up why not 
use the portable generators? But at the same time somebody has to 
pay for them. If they come from Port Hueneme which is the CB 
Center on the west coast, they are taken from mobilization stocks. 
That is the crux of the situation, and the same was true when we dis- 
cussed the Sabana Seca-Communication Station. 

It is just a question of paying for it. If this is deleted, we then lose 
the emergency power capabilities so necessary for any station. 

ew SaLTonsTALL. Do you get your power from a commercial 
plant 

Admiral Cutw. Yes, sir. 

Senator SaLTonsTALL. So that it would mean a breakdown of the 
commercial facilities? 

Admiral Curew. Yes, it means the outages, and as we pointed out 
here, just last year or in 1958 we had a 20-hour power outage and 
were in danger of losing a great deal of meat. 

Senator SatronstaLu. Then you come down to the situation that 
I have in my own house, if you do lose your food the question is 
whether in the end you are losing more than you would if you had this 
emergency power which will cost you $273,000 and you may not use 
it for 2, 3, or 4 years? 

Admiral Curw. Yes, sir. 

Senator SaLTronsTALL. For instance, 65,006 pounds of meat and 
frozen foods, what is that worth? 

Admiral Curw. May I amplify that? I wouldn’t question the 
statement as to food, sir, but there are other emergency things on a 
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Naval station, for example, that are not precisely the same as we 
would have in our houses. 

For example, these functions would be operated by emergency 
power: the medical equipment and operating rooms, the safety light- 
— the runways. 

or example, if a plane were up and a power failure occurred, there 
would be no safety lights. The hangar doors to get planes in and out, 
the emergency fire pumps on a station, and the radio transmitters 
which are so necessary for controlling aircraft. I mention these as 
slightly different uses of emergency power. 

I couldn’t agree with you more that it would probably be cheaper 
not to buy the emergency power just to save the meats. 


OruErR INSTALLATIONS 


Senator Stennis. Is the object here to supply this emergency power 
at all installations? Is that what you are trying to do? If not, why 
this one in particular? 

Admiral Curw. This is an operational area, inasmuch as we have 
planes landing at the station. 

Generally speaking, where there is an operational activity we try to 
provide emergency power. Now a school is something else. We 
mentioned the emergency power at the Bethesda Hospital. There we 
need it for a different reason. We need it for the facilities of the oper- 
ating room in case the Potomac Electric Co. has an outage. 

It is an insurance. 

Senator Stennis. What I am trying to get at, is this a nationwide 
plan that you have to supply this emergency power? 

Admiral Curw. I would say each individual station must have its 
emergency power requirements carefully studied. 

The Naval Academy, generally speaking, would not require much 
emergency power. The possibility of a hospital might be an example. 
Bethesda might require a little more. An operational station wherein 
safety was involved would normally require a certain amount of 
emergency power for safe operation of the station in case of an 
emergency. 

Senator Stennis. All right. Anything further on that item? 

Admiral Curew. No, sir. 

(The justification follows:) 


Navat Arr Station, LAKEnuRsT, N.J. 


Item Budget House Restoration 
request action 


1. Electric substationfand distribution improvements $726, 000 — $273, 000 +$273, 000 


REASONS FOR RESTORATION REQUEST 


1. Deletion of the subitem for the emergency generator, estimated to cost 
$273,000, will result in the lack of minimum emergency power which is essential 
for proper and safe operation of the station. 

2. In March 1958 one outage of power continued for 20 hours. The O. & R. 
Department was unable to work for 2 days, and the safety of 65,000 pounds of 
meat and frozen foods was endangered. In this case, the emergency generator 
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was connected to different feeders at intervals with greatly reduced emergency 












loads. 

3. The present emergency power diesel generator, rated 600 kilowatts at 2,400 
volts, actually has only 500 kilowatts available. The proposed additional emer- 
gency power is to be a diesel generator rated at 600 kilowatts, 2,400 volts. No 
such equipment is available from surplus stock of the Army, Navy, Air Force, 
or other Government agencies. 

4. Emergency power requirements: 

(a) Present need, 1,038 kilowatts. 
(b) Required load with facilities authorized and under construction, 1,200 
kilowatts. 

5. Uses for emergency power: 

(a) Medical equipment and operating room lighting. 

(b) Fresh water wells. 

(c) Refrigerator compressors. 

(d) Cooking. 

(e) Safety lighting. 

(f) Hangar door. 

(9) Fire pumps (all electrical, no gas or diesel standby). 
) Condensate pumps. 

(i) Sewage pumps. 

( }? Emergency runway lighting. 

f ) Individual heating plants. 

l) Security radio transmitter. 

(m) Firehouse. 

(n) Sewage treatment equipment. 

(o) Boiler water wells. 

(p) Aviation gas pumps. 

(gq) Boiler fans. 

(r) Feedwater pumps. 

(s) Air compressors. 

6. All items in paragraph 5 require emergency power. In an emergency in- 
volving failure of commercial power without this generator available to take 
required emergency electrical loads, this station could be completely paralyzed. 







































HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 







‘“Maximum use should be made of existing generating facilities at this installa- 
tion as well as portable generators available to the Navy. If this is done, the 
requirement can be met without this additional construction cost.” 


NAMC, Puitapetpaia, Pa, 











Senator Stennis. Next item? 

Admiral Cuew. For the next item the authorization was deleted 
so we will go to the item at Philadelphia for catapult and arrest 
component research facilities, in which $333,000 was deleted. 


CATAPULT ARRESTING GEAR 


This is for the catapult arresting gear. I think the House said “Need 
was not apparent to the committee,’’,and.perhaps we failed. to make 
clear that need. 

As an example, due to the deficiencies there, which could easily have 
been detected in a proper test medium, there was a failure on the 
catapult on the Kearsarge and it failed during aircraft operations. 

Repairing the damage was done at great expense to the ship and 
only after an accident which cost three lives. Additionally, an 
expensive “fix” program was initiated. This is a catapult arresting 
test facility. Without the facility, we will be forced to accept less 
than the best in operating reliability from the capapults and the 
arresting systems. That of course comes at the expense of endangering 











732 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION APPROPRIATIONS, 1960 


the lives and the costly equipment of the planes. Perhaps we didn’t 
make that clear to the House. 

Senator Stennis. Anything else on that? 

Admiral Cuzw. No, sir. 

Senator SatronstaLu. What you want here as I read it very hastily 
is research money to detect this trouble? 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir. 

Senator SatronstaLL. Now we grant you over a billion dollars 
altogether; $1.5 billion I think it is this year for research. Why 
isn’t this a proper subject for that general research that we put in? 

Admiral Cuerw. I think it qualifies, may I say unfortunately, under 
military construction because of the bricks and.mortar involved in 
this type of construction. 

Senator SALTONSTALL. I have nothing more. It would seem to me 
that there are too many separate amounts requested for research when 
we are granting this overall amount for the three services. 

It would seem to me that if this was fundamental and lives were 
lost, that this would be a proper subject for immediate research. 

Senator Stennis. He is just talking now though about the physical 
facilities there. 

Admiral Curew. That’s right. 

(The justification follows :) 


NAMC, PxruapEvpuia, Pa. 


Item Budget House Restoration 
action requested 


1, Component research facilities —$333, 000 +$333, 000 


REASONS FOR RESTORATION REQUEST 


Item No. 1—Component research facilities 


1. Catapults and arresting gear are now put into operating fleet units without 
adequate engineering tests. 

2. Due to component deficiencies which could easily have been detected in 
a proper engineering facility as proposed, certain key retaining studs in the H-8 
catapult aboard the Kearsarge failed during aircraft operations. Repairing the 
damage was done at great expense to the ship and only after an accident which cost 
three lives. Additionally, an expensive “fix” program was initiated on all H-8 
catapults. 

3. Steam catapult cylinder distortion is one of the difficult problems which 
this facility is expected to solve. On two occasions deployed carriers have been 
rendered inoperative by this cause. Carriers in this situation are a fleet liability 
until replaced with operating carriers and air groups. 

4. Reliable catapults and arresting gear, at today’s aircraft weight and speeds, 
cannot possibly be assured without an effective facility for comprehensive testing 
of the components. 

5. Without this facility, the fleet will be forced to accept less than the best in 
operating reliability for the catapult and arresting systems not in use and presently 
being developed at the expense of endangering the lives of aviators and costly 
equipment, 

HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


“The committee fails to see the need for the catapult and arresting gear com- 
ponent facilities requested for the Naval Air Material Center, Philadelphia, Pa., 
and accordingly has deleted this item from the bill.” 
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Paciric MissitE Rance, Point Muau, Catir. 


Senator Stennis. Proceed, gentlemen. 

Admiral Cuzw. The next item is the Pacific Missile Range at Point 
Mugu. There were four specific reductions. The deletion of the 
automotive maintenance facility, the headquarters building, the bar- 
racks, and a general reduction of $1,050,000. 

The reclama statement isin error. The figure should be $1,050,000. 
The House action deleted $1 million and there was $50,000 also 
deleted in the authorization. 


AUTOMOTIVE MAINTENANCE FACILITY 


I can speak first to the automotive maintenance facility, and I 
believe the House action said: 

Existing facilities, including those at the Construction Battalion Center at Port 
Hueneme, appear to be adequate. 

This was for the automotive maintenance. 

I think also it would be pertinent to note that an industrial survey 
was made in October and November by the personnel at Port Hueneme 
to determine the amount of maintenance capabilities of Hueneme and 
the amount of automotive construction and material handling equip- 
ment maintenance work generated by PMR that could be performed. 

The results of this study led to the basic precept for the planning 
of the facility. 

These were that Port Hueneme would perform all repairs and 
major overhauls, so that is in accordance with the House wishes, 
with the exception of minor repairs such as tires, sparkplugs, replace- 
ments and so on, on specialized equipment impractical for transporta- 
tion to Hueneme. 

Then I included in the reclama statement the amount of overhauls 
that would be accomplished, the fact that it is 14 miles round trip 
from Port Hueneme to Point Mugu, and the fact that you do have 
valuable equipment and it must be maintained. 

It does not provide a capability for complete maintenance and 
repair of all transportation. 

The proposed facility is urgently required to provide a workshop 
for the performance of a minimum allotment of maintenance that 
must be performed on the station at Mugu. 

Senator Stennis. Gentlemen, in looking through your entire pro- 
gram it seems to me that it takes an enormous amount of new work- 
shops, new facilities, new hangars, new shops, new everything. 

It is not just the Navy but all the services. We are fortunate in 
that these maintenance facilities are not unusually expensive. 

Next item? 

HEADQUARTERS BUILDING 


Admiral Curw. The next item is the headquarters building. 

The House remarks were that the available space appears to be 
adequate. 

Speaking to the space, sir, the present office space for all personnel 
at Point Mugu amounts to only 49 square feet gross area per person 
as compared to the standard 150 square feet. 

Senator Stennis. Pardon me, you are talking about your clerical 
assistance? 

Admiral Curw. Yes, sir. 
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Senator Stennis. Your secretarial assistance? 

Admiral Cuzw. Yes; and the engineers. It isn’t necessarily secreta- 
rial, but of all the scientists and engineers who work there, sir, and the 
administrative staff that is responsible for the running of the range, 
so there are at present 49 square feet per person as compared to the 
standard criteria of 150. 

This project when completed will increase the available space only 
to 71 square feet per person. Then I have summarized for the record 
an analysis of the existing conditions, giving the total people there and 
the number of square feet. 

. er Stennis. What is considered the normal amount of square 
eet 

Admiral Cuzw. The standard criteria is 150 square feet gross arca 
per person, but even with this facility there will be only 71. 

Senator Stennis. Senator, do you have any questions? 

Senator SaLTonsTALu. No. 

(The Navy furnished the following additional information:) 


Paciric MissiLtE RANGE HEADQUARTERS BUILDING JUSTIFICATION 


I. Population 
A. COMMAND ACTIVITIES 
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II. Justification 


1. The 7,249 persons located at Point Mugu represent 6 PMR/NMC command 
organizations, 2 other service organizations, 10 attached Navy organizations and 
38 contractor organizations, 56 organizations in total. The magnitude of occu- 
pancy in this area has levied a considerable impact upon the available 64 struc- 
tures, 58 of which are temporary buildings. Twenty-eight of these organizations 
are directly concerned with the operations of the newly created Pacific Missile 
Range and involve approximately 2,400 persons. Other than a 2,200 square foot 
lean-to constructed recently in proximity to the present PMR Headquarters 
structure, building 36, and the several operational and technical buildings now 
undergoing construction, all Pacific Missile Range space requirements for this 
number of people have been met to the extent possible in naval missile center 
structures. In effect, the PMR organizations have been forced to subsist on and 
utilize structural spaces designed for other purposes at the expense of naval 
missile center organizations. 

2. The space situation at Point Mugu has reached a critical, if not, serious 
state. For example: 90 persons are now situated in shop and hangar space; 127 
persons are now located in warehouse structures involving 20,000 square feet; 
and 1c! esque personnel are located in Port Hueneme, 12 miles distant from 
Point Mugu. 

3. The projected Mugu population of 8,577 represents an increase of 1,328 

rsons which for the most part are to be directly associated with the Pacific 
Missile Range organizations. Of the former figure, 5,155 require office spaces in 
84 structures, inclusive of buildings now undergoing construction and planned 
structures to be funded in fiscal year 1960. The key structure for resolving the 
serious office space situation in this area is the proposed PMR Headquarters 
Building involving 74,000 gross square feet and a net office space total of 57,000 
square feet. Its construction will relieve space congested conditions in 12 struc- 
tures and permit the location of 596 persons directly associated with Pacific 
Missile Range operations in one building and in proximity to the commander, 
PMR. The resultant gains in operating and managerial efficiency on national 
range matters will amortize the cost of this structure many times. 
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D. JUSTIFICATION 


1. Since its establishment in June 1958, the PMR headquarters staff has grad- 
ually appropriated NMC headquarters staff spaces to the extent of 10,114 square 
feet—forcing the latter staff to utilize technical and hangar structures for weapon 
programs and human factors functions. 

2. In order to satisfy the space requirements of the Air Force (deputy com- 
manders office) 700 square feet of technical library space (NMC headquarters 
staff) was appropriated by removal of book tiers and compression of technical 
publications and reading area. No space is available anywhere in building (build- 
ing 36) to accommodate this service’s additional requirements of four military 
personnel. This situation will become extremely critical upon impending arrival 
of National Aeronautical and Space Administration representatives (10 people) 
and impending arrival of six additional people assigned to the deputy commander, 
Army office. The technical library will have to be removed in its entirety and 
relocated in warehouse spaces—a move that will adversely affect NMC operations. 

3. Only 133 of the 391 PMR headquarters staff are located in building 36 in 
proximity to the commander, PMR. An additional 129 should be situated in 
this building but are dispersed to 4 buildings miles away from command direction. 
Coupled with the 42 additional persons to be assigned to the PMR headquarters 
within the next 6-month period, the office space situation will become intolerable 
and will seriously affect the prosecution of national range facility operations. 

4. The proposed structure is not required solely for PMR headquarters staff 
ersonnel. Of the 433 to be assigned to the PMR staff, a total of 304 will be 
located in this structure. The balance of occupancy—up to 596—or 292 persons 

are associated with other services, NASA, contractors, and naval air station com- 
munications all of which are directly concerned with national range facility opera- 
tions. Moreover, the spaces now occupied by the PMR headquarters staff, range 
support staff and other service representatives in the present location will revert 
back to the naval missile center after the proposed structure is completed. Thus, 
the needs of this command for prosecution of naval weapons programs should also 
be considered when evaluating the PMR headquarters building requirement. 


BARRACKS 


Senator Stennis. All right, next item? 

Admiral Curew. The next item, sir, are the barracks. I think the 
remarks were addressed “restudy the design and cost and make com- 
parable in cost to those at other locations.” 

Senator Stennis. What do you have on that question? 

Admiral Cuzew. That is a case of design, sir. The necessity to 
design a 100-man barracks at Point Mugu in lieu of the standard 252- 
man barracks was predicated upon sound construction economies re- 
sulting from preliminary engineering studies. The soil conditions at 
Mugu are relatively poor, and therefore cannot support the loadings 
imposed by a three-story structure without the use of costly pile 
foundations. Therefore, in summary, I would say that because of 
the foundation situation, it was more economical to construct the 
100-man barracks, and I am again getting a little bit into Admiral 
Peltier’s field, if you would like to take that up. 

Admiral Prettrer. Mr. Chairman, we have a master plan at Mugu. 
Our master plan provides for a barracks area and we have in this 
planning provided for future barracks. 

So our utilities, our roads are all included. What we have to do 
is to place these additional barracks right in the spot that was planned. 
If we go to a 252-man barracks, that is going to be a different size, so 
we will then have to change our utilities. 
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COST OF BUILDING 


That is a very important item there. But the cost itself is not out 
of line. 

It is $1,850 per man, but this includes the heating units. At Mugu 
we have individual heating units rather than a central heating plant. 

At Santa Ana, our barracks are going to cost us $1,740 per man. 
This one is $1,850 per man. That difference of $110 per man, con- 
sidering the heating units that are included against a heating system 
that is in standard barracks with a central heating plant, the cost is 
very close. The fact that we have a hundred man barracks is not in 
itself costly. 

Since we have developed the master plan we would have to disrupt 
our roads and utilities to take care of a larger barracks. We believe 
we have an economical design. 

Senator Stennis. We have a memorandum on that, the point here 
that the costs are in line with the heating unit considered. I thought 
you were running about $1,700 throughout the Nation per man, 
Admiral. 

Admiral Pettier. The congressional limitation is $1,850. That is 
as high as we can go, but our barracks costs have varied throughout 
the country. 

IMPORTANCE OF POINT MUGU INSTALLATION 


_ Senator Stennis. Now this Point Mugu as I remember it, that 
is—— 

Admiral Pettier. That is our Pacific Missile Range. 

Senator Stennis. This is the Pacific Missile Range part that we are 


talking about now. 

Admiral Curew. This is the headquarters of the Pacific Missile 
Range at Point Mugu, yes. 

Senator Srennis. I remember when we authorized this. As a mat- 
ter of fact, our committee on armed services tried to get out of au- 
thorizing this, in considering the missile part, putting it at some place 
where we already had all of these facilities. 

But, frankly, our investigation, Senator Saltonstall, drove us back 
into this thing and we had to authorize it. 

Next item? 

MISCELLANEOUS REDUCTION 


Admiral Cuew. The next item of the miscellaneous reductions of 
$1 million on the House action, Admiral Peltier will speak to that. 

Senator Stennis. $950,000. They say you can save that amount 
of money. 

Admiral Cuzew. That should be corrected, sir, to $1 million. 

Senator Stennis. If you limit your activities to essential require- 
ments of operational standards. Now what about that? 

Admiral Prettrer. In our presentation to the House Appropriations 
Subcommittee we didn’t have complete preliminary engineering on 
all items. 

I think we reported that we had 27 complete, 12 were in the process 
of being reviewed, and 8 that were not complete. Since that time, 
we have completed all of our preliminary reports, and have reviewed 
them. Our present actual estimate for the work that was authorized 
at $30,050,000 is $30,752,000. 
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In other words, we are $700,000 over our present estimate with 
good engineering estimates on the whole package. 

Senator Stmennis. Suppose though we make this reduction even 
more generally across the board. If you couldn’t absorb it, it would 
just delay you some on some of the less essential items. What is 
your answer to that? 

_Admira) Pettier. It would have to do that. We would have to 
ee out items of the lesser priority and reduce those. We would 

ave to take deductive bid items on all the items we could and elimi- 
nate all that we could. But we would not be able to complete the 
program as outlined without the full amount. 

Our estimates we think are very firm. 

Senator Stennis. Senator, do you have any questions on that? 

Senator SayTronsTALu. No. 

Senator Stennis. Next item? 

(The justification follows:) 


Pacrric Missizi Rancz, Point Mvuavu, Catir. 


Item Budget House Restoration 
request action requested 


1. Automotive maintenance facility —$330, 000 -+$330, 000 
2. Headquarters building —1, 867,000 +1, 867, 000 
980, —980, 000 +980, 000 

—1, 000, 000 +1, 000, 000 


—4, 177,000 +4, 177, 000 


REASONS FOR RESTORATION REQUEST 


Item No. 1—Automotive maintenance facility 


1. An industrial survey was made in October and November 1958 by personnel 
of Port Heuneme, BMR and the DPWO ILND to detemine the amount of main- 
tenance capabilities of Heuneme and the amount of automotive, construction 
and material handling equipment maintenance work generated by PMR that 
could be performed by Hueneme. The results of this study led to the basic 
precept for the planning of the facility. These were that Port Hueneme would 
perform all repairs and major overhauls with the exception of minor repairs 
such as tire repairs and spark plug replacement less maintenance on specialized 
equipment impractical for transportation to Port Hueneme. 

2. Exclusive of maintenance facilities for automotive and construction equip- 
ment there are 545 pieces of equipment classified as specialized equipment. 
This includes crash equipment, electronic vans, standby generators, refuelers 
and aircraft support equipment which require operational maintenance in the 
field with shop assistance and backup. The distance to CBC Hueneme is 1+ 
miles round trip which precludes timely service of such equipment during test 
operations. The success of a missle test is dependent upon complete and coor- 
dinated teamwork. The failure of one piece of equipment without timely cor- 
rection could result in a test failure with the resultant loss of valuable data, 
time and missile hardware. Likewise, CBC Hueneme, with respect to one 
particular type of equipment, namely refuelers, does not have the peculiar 
capability for this type of maintenance. 

3. As a result of the survey it was determined that CBC Hueneme could not 
absorb the entire workload covering approximately 1,400 separate pieces of 
equipment. However, even if the physical capabilities did exist at CBC Port 
Hueneme, the in-transit time of vehicles between stations necessitated for this 
type of maintenance would result in overall cost increases amounting to $101,- 
500 annually. Thus the cost of this facility would be amortized in 3.3 years. 

4. The proposed structure was designed and based on the plan that CBC 
would provide the following services not hitherto performed for Mugu at that 
activity: “All repair and overhaul, reducing maintenance at Mugu to the “B” 
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type repairs and specialized equipment only.” Minimum work space for Mugu 
therefore is to provide a service station type operation. 

5. In summary, this project does not provide a capability for complete main- 
tenance and repair of all transportation, construction and specialized equipment. 
The proposed facility is urgently required to provide workshops for the per- 
formance of a minimum amount of mainteanance that must be performed at 
NAS Port Mugu. 


Item No. 2—Headquarters building 


1. Present office space available for all office personnel at Port Mugu amounts 
to only 49 square feet gross area per person as compared to the standard criteria 
of 150 square feet gross area per person. This project, when completed will 
increase available space to 71 square feet per person. A summary analysis of 
the existing conditions are as follows: 

(a) Total gross office space in 64 existing structures is 215,214 square 
feet (235,214 square feet less 20,000 square feet warehouse, hangar and 
shop space temporarily used as office space). <A detailed listing for each 
structure is available for study. 

(b) Total civilian and military personnel on board requiring office space 
is 3,473 which includes 2,347 PMR command personnel, 934 contractor 
personnel and 192 Army, Air Force, and Navy fleet personnel. 

(c) Consistent with its mission as a national range facility, the projected 
total civilian and military strength requiring office space is 5,155. This 
figure includes 3,051 PMR command personnel, 1,704 contractor personnel 
and 400 Army, Air Force, NASA and Navy fleet personnel. 

(d) The proposed PMR Headquarters Building is essential to accommo- 
date the office space requirements for 596 personnel directly associating 
with National Range Facility operations. The present headquarters struc- 
ture now accommodates only 210 personnel of the 405 now assigned and 
required in proximity to the commander, PMR. Coupled with the planned 
increase of 191 personnel, the proposed headquarters structures now rep- 
resents the most urgent of all Pacific Missile Range requirements. 

(e) DOD standards are that net floor area (exclusive of corridors and 
heads) per building occupant shall be not less than 115 square feet per 
person and shall not exceed 130 square feet. Gross floor area includes all 
space within the exterior walls. Approximately 30 percent should be added 
to the net floor area to give the equivalent gross area criteria. Thus, the 
criteria would be not less than 150 gross square feet per person nor more 
than 169 square feet. 

2, The Pacific Missile Range Command is now facing a very critical office space 
situation. For example, the office space requirements for NASA representatives, 
which are anticipated in the near future, can be resolved only by the emergency 
measure of appropriating one-third of the spaces now occupied by the com- 
mand’s technical library ; the command recently deferred, for an indefinite period, 
additional office space requirements for the personnel required by the Air Force 
and Army deputy commander’s offices; and 167 command and contractor per- 
sohnel are now occupying warehouse spaces at Point Mugu and Port Hueneme. 

3. Brief space analysis summary is listed below: 


(a) Total office space: Square feet 
Under construction (fiscal year 1958 and 50 MCON programs). 53, 938 
Existing 
Fiscal year 1960 MCON program (including 74,000 square feet 

in headquarters building) 


Total square feet. 
(b) Total office personnel on board 
Planned office personnel increase 


Total office personnel 


4. By use of a centralized space control system, the Pacific Missile Range Com- 
mand has gained the optimum utilization of all office space available at Point 
Mugu. Three Point Mugu “Master Space Manuals,” each prepared in 1959, are 
available for detailed scrutiny. These reports show the detailed studies and 
plans to shift existing personnel within existing structures for optimum space 
——— and the detailed occupancy plan for the proposed headquarters 

ding. 
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Item No. 8—Barracks 

1. The necessity to design 100-man barracks for Point Mugu in lieu of stand- 
ard 252-man barracks was predicated upon sound construction economics result- 
ing from preliminary engineering studies. The soil conditions at Point Mugu 
are relatively poor and therefore cannot support the loadings imposed by a 
three-story structure without the use of costly pile foundations. A two-story 
structure can be supported by the soil with the use of spread footings, which 
are considerably cheaper than pile foundations for the conditions at Point Mugu. 
The 252-man standard barracks is a three-story structure, whereas the 100-man 
barracks is only a two-story structure. Thus, while the 100-man barracks re- 
quires a higher structural cost per man, excluding foundation requirements, the 
total line-item cost on a per-man basis is significantly less than for the 252-man 
barracks, due to the elimination of costly special pile foundations. Another 
important economical consideration which dictated the use of the 100-man 
barracks design was the existence of main roads and utility distribution lines 
within the barracks area. The 100-man barracks would fit existing lot limita- 
tions between streets, whereas the 252-man barracks would require relocation 
of both streets and utility lines, an added construction cost of importance. In 
view of the foregoing facts, the reason for departure from a standard 252-man 
barracks design at Point Mugu is fully justified on a sound economical basis. 

2. The structural cost per man for barracks compared with Santa Ana, an- 
other location in the program, is as follows: 


Man 
barracks 


Point Mugu, Calif. 5-100 
Santa Ana, Calif. 4-252 


The cost differential for the Point Mugu barracks is caused by the lack of 2 
central station heating system, requiring provision of heating plants for each 
structure; the need for more costly footings due to poor soil conditions, and the 
relatively smaller quantity of total barracks capacity to be constructed which 
results in a higher unit cost. Considering the foregoing factors, the structural 
costs for barracks at the two locations are comparable. 


Item No. 4—General Reduction 


1. The funds requested for the Pacific Missile Range represent the best engi- 
neering cost estimate available for each of the line items in the project. Recent 
bid experience in April, May, and June 1959 indicates the estimates for this 
fiscal year 1960 program are valid and realistic. In preparing these estimates 
due consideration was given to the fact that the project would enjoy certain 
economies as a result of the large amount of funds involved. No allowance was 
made for the continuing trend in rising construction costs that will occur before 
the project can be put under contract. A general reduction in funds will neces- 
sitate either a reduction in scope of the project or a probable later request for 
legislature relief. 

2. Deductions will force the Navy to include deductive bid items in the con- 
tract documents since funds will not be available to cover the Navy engineer’s 
estimate for all items. These deductive bid items will result in the elimination 
of such components of facilities as roads, parking areas, erosion control, and 
fire protection. Elimination of such components will result in incomplete and 
unusable facilities being provided. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 
Item No. 1 


om 


Uxisting facilities including those at the nearby Construction Battalion Cen- 
ter, Port Hueneme, appear to be adequate to meet the need for the automotive 
maintenance facility requested in the amount of $330,000.” 


Item No. 2 
“It appears to the committee that administrative space presently available 
is sufficient to meet the needs in this respect in the immediate future and ac- 


cordingly the new headquarters building requested in the amount of $1,867,000 
is denied.” 
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Item No. 3 


“The committee has also denied the request of $980,000 for additional bar- 
racks and desires that the Navy restudy the design and cost of these facilities 
for the purpose of making them comparable in cost to those at other locations.” 


Item No. 4 
“Additional reductions can be achieved in the program at Point Mugu if maxi- 


mum advantage is taken of the large sums of money available for construction 
and if plans are limited to those essential only to operational requirements.” 


NAVAL Air STATION, GUANTANAMO Bay, CUBA 


Admiral Cuew. The next item is Guantanamo Bay, runway exten- 
sion, the full amount of $5,619,000 was denied. 

This item was a previously authorized item, and when we were be- 
fore the House committee we reduced the cost of the Rota dredging, 
if you will remember, we substituted this and submitted a request for 
approval of funding. It is purely a safety item. I think those of 
you who have landed at Guantanamo realize if you overrun the run- 
way you go into the water. Recently, the Vice Chief of Naval Oper- 
ations was there and reaffirmed the necessity for the extension of 
this runway. 

Senator Stennis. Give us something on the importance of Guan- 


tanamo Bay. I remember it generally, but what are you operating out 
of down there? 


FUNCTIONS OF GUANTANAMO FACILITY 


Admiral Cuew. Guantanamo is our chief training area on the east 
coast. Because of the excellent year-round operating weather and 
availability of target facilities, the Guantanamo Bay area is used for 
the training of all Atlantic carrier air groups. The existing 8,000 
feet is insufficient to handle safely the high performance aircraft. 
Qur ships work up there. They go through their refresher training, 
all types. 

The training command is there, and the field is heavily used. 


RUNWAY EXTENSION 


Senator Stennis. This runway extension is used for what pri- 
marily ? 

edie Cuew. The extension is purely a safety item. 

Senator Stennis. I know, but what is this runway used for pri- 
marily ? 

Captain Brivcers. Mr. Chairman, Guantanamo Bay is used en- 
tirely by carrier air group planes. The carrier goes down, as Ad- 
miral Chew pointed out, to undergo its, that is the ship’s refresher 
training, and this place is a Godsend because it is right at Guantanamo 
Bay. For instance, when the ship goes out for a day’s work con- 
cerning her own internal readiness, the air groups will operate from 
this runway, and the runway, when a carrier is down there, is quite 
heavily employed, and there are frequently ships in the area. 


NEED FOR EXTENSION 


The urgency of the need for the extension is the fact that it is only 
8,000 feet, and the upwind end of the runway drops off about 30 feet 
into rock and into the Guantanamo Bay, so that if you do overrun, 
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it is not a question of just going out into a field or something like 
that. The plane is definitely going to suffer major damage, and there 
is a great danger of the pilot drowning. 

Senator Srennis. All right. If there is nothing further, move on 
to the next item, please. 

(The justification follows :) 


NAS, Guantanamo Bay, CuBa 


Budget House Restoration 
request action requested 


1. Runway extension $5, 619,000 | —$5, 619,000 | +$5, 619, 000 


REASONS FOR RESTORATION REQUEST 


Item No. 1—Runway extension 

Because of the excellent year around operating weather and availability of 
target facilities, NAS, Guantanamo Bay, is used for the training of all Atlantic 
carrier air groups. The existing 8,000-foot length is insufficient to safely handle 
the high performance jet aircraft and has been the direct cause of several acci- 
dents including the recent loss of an F8U, costing in excess of a million dollars. 
The Navy’s primary runway length requirement for jet operations has been 
factually established at 10,000 feet corrected for station altitude and tempera- 
ture. Guantanamo’s 8,(00-foot runway must therefore be extended to 11,000 
feet to meet the operational need for a longer runway. This is especially true 
at this station since the upwind end of the runway drops off precipitously into 
the bay and any overshoot is an automatic major damage if not complete loss 
of the aircraft and the inherent probability of drowning to the pilot. The 
restoration of funds for the construction of the 3,000-foot addition to the exist- 
ing 8,000-foot runway will provide the adequate facilities required to avoid 
loss of lives and costly aircraft. The aircraft are now operating under danger- 
ous marginal conditions at Guantanamo Bay. The need for the runway exten- 
sion is immediate. The Navy feels that the safety of life and property should 
not be jeopardized by the continual deferral of this project. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


“The committee does not feel that the need for the runway extension at 
Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, is of sufficient priority to warrant its construction at 
the present time.” 

NAS, FORD ISLAND, OAHU, T.H. 


Admiral Curw. The next item is the pier modification at the naval 
air station for the Ford Island at Oahu. This is similar to the pier 
request for North Island in San Diego. It gives a facility which 
the Midway and Forrestal class carriers can moor at Ford Island in 
Pearl Harbor. It is necessary for one of the very important reasons 
that there is ammunition taken off. It is a question again, as Sen- 
ator Saltonstall said, of servicing at other areas. 

Senator Stennis. This is in Hawaii? 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, it is not primarily a new pier because I think 
if you will remember a bird’s-eye picture of Pearl Harbor, the old 
Utah is on the other side of Ford Island, and that is where this pier 
is, and it is not a complete pier as such. 

Senator Stennis. I remember being there. Is the old Uétah still 
there sticking up out of the water? Is that the one? 

Admiral Cuew. No, the Utah is on the other side of the island. 
You are thinking of the Arizona with the mast sticking up, sir. 
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The monument. The UVéah is on the other side of the island where 
the pier is. There is a facility there now, sir, and dredging is re- 
quired for the deeper draft carriers. 

Senator SatronstTaLL. The whole substance of both of these is that 
if you are going to bring these new carriers into a dock, you have got to 
build a dock big enough to take care of them. 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir. 

ar Srennis. Otherwise you have got to leave them out in the 
harbor. 

Admiral Cuew. I would be remiss, sir, if I did not point out that 
in San Diego there is no dock. 

Senator Stennis. There is a dock, but it is not big enough. 

Admiral Crew. Yes, sir. In Pearl there are docks; there is a 
dock that will take the Forrestal-type carrier, but owing to restric- 
tions, ammunition cannot be unloaded, and so on. 

Senator Stennis. By restrictions, you mean what? 

Admiral Cuew. Safety restrictions. Within the industrial area 
you cannot unload special weapons for servicing and so on. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

(The justification follows :) 


NAS, Forp Isitanp, Oanu, T.H. 





Item Budget House Restoration 
request action requested 
1, Pier modification for carrier berth..............-...--.--..- $1, 271,000 | —$1, 271,000 | +$1, 271,000 


REASONS FOR RESTORATION REQUEST 


Item No. 1—Pier modification for carrier berth 


In order to weld the embarked air group and the ship into a highly efficient 
operating unit, all carriers being deployed to the western Pacific undergo an 
extensive training and evaluating period in the Hawaiian area. With two of the 
newer, larger carriers now operating in the Pacific and three more to be assigned 
to the Pacific fleet within the next 2 years, a pier capable of furnishing dockside 
services for these carriers must be provided in the Hawaiian area. No other 
comparable facilities are available. The marginal pier at Ford Island offers 
the best approach and will provide certain facilities for carrier support not avail- 
able at any other location in Pearl Harbor. Furthermore, no other berthing 
facilities in Pearl Harbor may be used for special weapons loading and handling 
operations because of the safety distance requirements. 

This line item, which by modilication of the gantry crane tracks, provision 
of camels, brows, browstands, plus the dredging necessary to insure a 40-foot 
water depth in the channel, will provide such a facility in the most economical 
manner. The dredging is necessary whether or not the pier modification is 
accomplished. 

This facility is an urgent current need to support training and operational 
requirements of these large fleet units in the mid-Pacific area. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


“Existing facilities are adequate to meet operational requirements in the 
immediate future.” 


NS Roosevett Roaps, P.R. 


Senator Stennis. Next item ? 
Admiral Cuew. The next item is at Roosevelt Roads. There was 
an enlargement of a pier for $619,000 which was denied. An addi- 





744 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION APPROPRIATIONS, 1960 


tional total amount of $2,910,000 was requested of which $150,000 


was denied. 
PIER ENLARGEMENT 


Speaking to the pier, we have a pier there now, there is no question 
about it, sir. We actually have to turn a ship around to unload it 
roperly. It is old, narrow, and the facilities are not adequate. As 
ae it is a wasteful procedure, in which you bring a ship in and 
unload the forward hatches, and then, because of the size of the pier, 
ou have to take it out, turn it around, and unload the after hatches. 
This is purely the enlargement of that pier to provide an adequate 
facility. 
Res aiibonalc of the pier complicates the cargo handling even to 
the extent that the trucks must back out onto the pier or do it the other 


way around. 
10-YEAR AMORTIZATION 


It is estimated that the savings in labor costs, demurrage charges, 
and additional materials, handling equipment, plus the tug and crane 
costs will amortize the project in about 10 years. 


COST ESTIMATES 


That is an estimate, sir. Speaking to the general reduction, with 
the exception of the rehabilitation of the laundry and the pier exten- 
sion, the estimated costs are based upon approximately 80 percent 
completion of final designs. Preliminary engineering studies estab- 
lish the cost estimates for the pier, and the rehabilitation of the laundry 


was reduced from $650,000 to the present figure of $443,000, based 
upon extremely austere criteria. Therefore the $150,000 reduction 
will require the elimination of the essential features of the items. I 
am again getting into the engineer’s field. Maybe Admiral Peltier 
can speak to the general reductions. 


LAUNDRY 


Admiral Peurter. This is a small amount of course, $150,000, but 
it is going to be hard to squeeze out of this project because we have 
it based on 80 percent engineering with the exception of the pier and 
the laundry. We have reduced the laundry better than $200,000 from 
its original estimate. 

Senator Satronstatn. Mr. Chairman, what it amounts to is this, 
as I read this little article and as I have listened to you. If the House 
figure prevails, you will have to eliminate the laundry. That is what 
it amounts to. 

Admiral Perrier. Whatever item they consider of lesser priority. 

Senator Stennis. If you eliminate that, with Puerto Rico coming 
up the way it is, can’t you use a commercial laundry ? 

Admiral Cuew. During the authorization hearings, Senator, that 
was carefully investigated. The distance into San Juan and the 
results of a very complete engineering study indicated that there were 
no facilities available for the laundry that would be satisfactory, sir. 

Admiral Prurter. We tried to get commercial service for this, but 
there is just no one interested in it. 
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(The justification follows :) 


NS Roosevett Roaps, P.R. 








Item Budget House Restoration 
request action requested 
iE ON os eS $619, 000 —$619, 000 +$619, 000 
is NIIP IID OO ee ct. eawcnce 2, 910, 000 —150, 000 +150, 000 
CN er cs gna ical et 2a els lpn tne chien ecmsecsaete 3, 529, 000 —769, 000 +769, 000 





REASONS FOR RESTORATION REQUEST 
Item No. 1—Enlargement of pier 


The pier is now too small to adequately accommodate the ships which now 
utilize it or to efficiently handle the loading and off loading of supplies and 
equipment. With the majority of ships using the pier being about 500 feet 
long, the limited pier length requires that after partial unloading the ships 
be turned around in order to complete cargo-handling operations. The narrow- 
ness of the pier complicates cargo handling even to the extent that trucks must 
either back on or off the pier. It is estimated that the savings in labor costs, 
demurrage charges, additional materials-handling equipment plus tug and crane 
eosts will amortize this project in about 10 years or less. 

Item No. 2—General reduction 

With the exception of the “Rehabilitation of the laundry” and the “Pier 
extension,” the estimated costs are based upon approximately 30-percent com- 
pletion of final designs. Preliminary engineering studies established the cost 
estimates for .the pier. “Rehabilitation of the laundry” was reduced from 
$650,000 to the present figure of $443,000 based upon extremely austere criteria. 


Therefore, the $150,000 reduction will require the elimination of essential 
features of the items. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


“The committee is not convinced of the need for a new pier at the Naval Air 
Station, Roosevelt Roads, P.R., at the present time and desires that the Navy 
restudy the economics of this replacement. The committee also recommends 
an additional reduction of $150,000 in the funds requested at this installation.” 


AEW No. 5 


Admiral Cuew. The next item is classified, but in speaking of cost 
reductions I don’t feel we will get into classified information. 

Admiral Preitter. Mr. Chairman, we do the construction in this 
area with a semi-Government organization. The Army Engineers 
serve as construction agent in this area, and during the spring—— 

Senator Stennis. To which item are you addressing yourself? 

Admiral Peitrer. AEW No. 5. 

We have to carry a high contingency in this area because this is a 
semi-Government organization that is not subject to competitive bids. 

On the work we did last spring the actual contract price is about 
81 percent of the budget amount. 

When the administrative costs and the contingency are added the 
cost is within 3 or 4 percent of the total budget amount. We believe 
that the estimates we have for the new work are equally accurate. © 

Our current work is within 3 or 4 percent of the budget amount. 
If the price runs over what we have agreed on, we still have to reim- 
burse them. It is an area in which the construction is not really under 
our direct. control as to actual cost. 

Senator Stennis. You have lost control of the ship, haven’t you? 
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(The justification follows:) 
AEW No. 5 


Item 


1. Operational control and communication center 
2. Communication facilities. 
3. Readiness 


REASONS FOR RESTORATION REQUESTS 
Items 1, 2,3, and 4 

The initial minimum cost of facilities required for the support of the Navy’s 
barrier and patrol operation at AEW No. 5 were estimated at an amount over 
$30 million. However, as a result of subsequent joint Navy-Air Force investiga- 
tions of existing Air Force facilities available for Navy’s use, the estimate was 
reduced to $19,390,000. This reduction was made possible by the Navy’s accept- 
ance of temporary huts for housing 500 of its enlisted men by agreeing to co- 
locate certain communication facilities with Air Force facilities, and by utilizing 
a hangar made available by the Air Force. The first increment of $3,660,000 
of the $19,390,000 package was funded in the fiscal year 1959 MCON program. 
It is requested that the balance of the $19,390,000, or $15,730,000, be fully re- 
stored in the fiscal year 1960 MCON program to provide the Navy with the 
absolute minimum of facilities at AEW No. 5. 

The funds requested for construction are valid when the general prevailing 
conditions are considered. Under existing agreements all construction must be 
negotiated through a prime contractor established by the host country for han- 
dling construction. Adverse weather conditions and prolonged darkness during 
winter retard construction and as a consequence increase the cost.. Based on 
experience at this base, construction costs are approximately four times the 
cost of similar items in the United States. In brief, to provide minimum facili- 
ties for the Navy to perform its classified mission, the full $15,730,000 must be 
provided. The design of facilities for this location has been predicated on the 
most austere basis. The estimated costs have been provided by the Corps of 
Engineers (the construction agency of the U.S. Military Establishment in this 
area), and are based upon the completed design for the operational control 
center, the readiness hangars, and the bachelor officers quarters. The estimated 
cost of the “Communication facilities” is based upon a detailed study by an 
A. & E. contractor who has performed an exhaustive study of the facilities re- 
quired to satisfy the operational requirements. 

If the reduction of $1,730,000 is imposed, the minimum operational facilities 
cannot be provided. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


“At the Fleet Air Detachment, Keflavik, Iceland, the committee has reduced 
the funds requested by $1,730,000. This reduction can be achieved by the 
maximum utilization of existing facilities and by diligence in design and price 
negotiation.” 

NAVAL Suppty DEPOT, GUAM, MARAINAS ISLANDS 


Apmirat Crew. The next item is the naval supply depot at Guam 
in which the $3,060,000 was denied. The statement was DOD restudy 
including location, type of construction, and possibility of combining 
with Air Force requirements in the same area. 


POL STORAGE, GUAM 


I think we all recognize the importance of POL store ge in Guam, 


which is our last sovereign territory in the Pacific. So speaking 
specifically to the questions, the first, for example, combining with 
Air Force requirements in the same area, this is for boiler or black oil 
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storage, and since the Air Force has no need for that type of storage, 

it would not be economical to combine. Speaking specifically to the 

type of construction, this type of storage tank is a standard subsurface 

steel tank with 4 feet of earth cover. This type of construction pro- 

vides blast resistant capability and is also identical with the existing 
rotected storage on Guam right now. 

As to the location, from the overall geographic standpoint the selec- 
tion of Guam is prompted by the need to position the product as far 
westward in the Pacific as possible on U.S. land. 

The maximum economy of construction for this project is achieved 
by locating the cidilanakebena sufficiently distant from the existing 
tank farm to provide safe dispersion, and yet permit utilization of the 
existing waterfront tanker berthing re pumping plant facilities. 

This was part of the master planning to provide both dispersion 
and that is again augmented by the protective construction, and yet 
we can use the existing waterfront tanker berthing to supply the farm 
and take out the products. 


TOTAL COST 


Senator Srennis. What will be the total cost? This is the first 
increment I understand. 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir; the total cost I do not have the figure in 
my head. I think I can get it. We will supply it for the record, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Could someone approximate it now for us? 

Admiral Cuew. We have it, sir. The total is $8,670,000. That 
would be the total. 

Senator Stennis. You say it is identical with existing protected 
storage in Guam ? 

Admiral Cuew. Yes. 

Senator Stennis. What amount of storage do you have, do you 
know? What amount do you have there now? 

Admiral Cuew. That is classified but I can provide it for the use 
of the committee, sir. 

Senator Srennis. All right. Where else? Is this just a matter 
now of increasing your storage there ? 

Admiral Crew. Yes. 

(The information requested has been furnished to the committee.) 

Senator Srennis. You say a master plan. This is a part of the 
master plan, and for this installation it is just a matter of expanding 
the capacity. 


FUEL DEFICIENCY, WESTERN PACIFIO 


Admiral Curew. We actually have a deficiency of fuel placed in 
the western Pacific. As you know, we have a large fuel oil storage 
in Pearl Harbor, which is really protective storage. 

Senator Sauronsratu. The long and short of it is that you have 
enlarged your harbor in Guam. You have put in quarters and all 
of these facilities. Now what you want to do is put in these addi- 
tional tanks so that if there was trouble you could have sufficient 
fuels stored there to really make it an operational base. 

Admiral Cuew. Yes; and we have reduced materially the turn- 
around time for people and ships. 

Senator Sauronstatt. I might say that the purpose of enlarging 


or harbor was to have a base at which you can operate your biggest 
ships? 
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Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir. 
Senator Satronstax. Your biggest ships can go in there, can’t they ? 
_Admiral Crew. I don’t think so, sir. I am not sure whether car- 
riers could go in there or not. Captain Grimm has indicated that 
our large carriers cannot enter the harbor because of lack of sufficient 
depth of water. 
Senator Stennis. What about the suggestion that the House asked 
you to reconsider this and consider the possibility of combining this 
with the Air Force requirements in the same area. What about that? 


COMBINING NAVY AND AIR FORCE REQUIREMENTS 


Admiral Curw. I would like to speak to that, sir, because the Air 
Force does not use black oil, and this would be a black oil or a boiler 
fuel oil storage. It is not gasoline or jet fuel, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Are they putting in any installations there now 
for that kind of fuel for the Air Force? 

Admiral Perttrr. We are constructing Air Force tank farms now 
at several locations on Guam, but the largest quantity of storage is in 
what we call Sasa Valley. It is up to about 1.3 million barrels 
capacity now. The Sasa Valley Tank Farm is saturated, thus the 
location proposed for the additional storage is the next valley that 
is closest to our piers and booster pump station. 

It is the logical location for it, and for the matter of dispersal 
you wouldn’t want to put any more in Sasa Valley. 

Senator Srennis. You are already familiar with that point, 
Admiral ? 

Admiral Pettrer. Yes, and of course the Air Force requirement is 
for aircraft fuels, not for black fuel. 

Senator Stennis. I know, but at the same time I imagine if you 
could put them in 

Admiral Perrier. They are all integrated, Mr. Chairman. The 
Navy receives, stores, and transfers all petroleum products for all 
services on Guam from the tanker berths in Apra Harbor to Naval 
Air Station, Agana. Air Force aircraft fuels are pumped by the 
Navy to the on-base storage of the Air Force at the northern areas of 
Guam through an Air Force pipeline. All fuel facilities are well 
integrated and the fuel piers are used for all products, whether it is 
Air Force or Navy. 

Senator Stennis. When you say “integrated,” you mean you have 
the same operators? 

Admiral Prextrer. The Fuel Department of Naval Supply Depot, 
Guam, receives, stores, transfers, and issues all petroleum fuels from 
Apra Harbor to Agana. Air Force aircraft fuels are pumped north- 
ward to the on-base storages of the Air Force. Fueling onerations 
on-base are performed by Air Force personnel with Air Force 
facilities. 

Senator Stennis. Speaking of your knowledge of it now, do you 
know of anything that could be done to save money with reference to 
this idea of a coordinated Navy consolidated plan with the Air Force? 

Admiral Prrtter. No, sir. We do the construction and planning 
for the Air Force on Guam, and in this area they are integrated 
with us. One of their tank farms is located with the Navy’s Sasa 
Valley Tank Farm. 
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Senator Srennis. Is it your testimony now that all is being done 
along that line that could be done? 

Dies Peuttier. As far as the island of Guam is concerned, it is. 

Senator Stennis. Anything else on this item? 

Senator SatronsraLu. No. 

(The justification follows:) 


Navat Suprty Depot, Guam, Mariana ISLANDS 


Item Budget House Restoration 
request action requested 


1. POL storage facility (ist increment) $3, 060, 000 | —$3, 060,000 | -+-$3, 060, 000 


REASONS FOR RESTORATION REQUEST 
1. Requirement 

A large deficiency exists for the storage of Navy special fuel oil in the western 
Pacific area in support of the Pacific Fleet. If additional storage capacity for 
this fuel is not provided, the capability of the Navy to sustain wartime fleet 
operations in the western Pacific will be seriously curtailed. Specific require- 
ments are provided in the classified portion of the justification data. This 
project, the construction of 200,000 barrels of storage, is the first of three pro- 
posed increments toward the elimination of this deficiency. 
2. Location 

From an overall geographic standpoint the selection of Guam is prompted by 
the need to position the product as far westward in the Pacific as possible on 
U.S. sovereign territory. The maximum economy of construction for this project 
is achieved by locating the additional storage sufficiently distant from the existing 
tank farm to provide safe dispersion, yet permit utilization of the existing water- 
front tanker berthing and pumping plant facilities. 
8. Type of construction 


The type of storage tank selected is a standard, subsurface, steel tank with 
4 feet of earth cover. This type of construction provides blast-resistant capa- 
bility and is identical with existing protected storage on Guam. 

4. Combining with Air Force requirements 


This project is entirely for the storage of fleet boiler fuel, the source of power 
for fleet propulsion. There are no Air Force requirements for this type fuel. 
Thus, the project cannot be related to any Air Force requirement or facility. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


The request of $3,060,000 for the first increment of POL storage facilities at 
the Naval Supply Depot, Guam, is denied. The committee desires that the Depart- 
ment of Defense restudy this proposal including the location, the type of con- 
struction, and the possibility of combining this with Air Force requirement in the 
same area. 


BARRACKS, NAVAL TRAINING CENTER, GREAT LAKES, ILL. 


Admiral Cuew. The next item, Mr. Chairman, is the Naval Train- 
ing Center at Great Lakes, three recruit barracks at $4,442,000 which 
was denied. 

The statement is that the need at present is not apparent, and the 
DOD should study in detail as to need and scope, particularly in view 
of the increased reenlistment rate. 

I think it was our fault, sir, in presenting this to the House Appro- 
priations Committee that even with the completion on this, which is 
the first increment of the second camp, we will in no way have the 
completed facilities for the total requirement. 
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REPLACEMENT OF WORLD WAR II FACILITIES 


I think there is a tabular analysis here of our requirement. This 
is a replacement of World War II facilities. There were originally 
three complete camps scheduled for replacement, and this is the first 
increment of the second camp. Even with the completion of the sec- 
ond camp, we will not have the necessary capacity in adequate facilities. 

I think it must have been my fault in not making the fact clear to 
the committee of the House. 

Senator Sauronstau.. In your paper, you say that half your re- 
serves are going to be replaced annually, and that a number of those 
will require training, so that these barracks will be used. 

Admiral Cuew. Yes. 

Senator Saurronstaty. Even though the reenlistment rate is 
increased ? 

Admiral Curew. Most assuredly, sir. 


INCREASED REENLISTMENT BATE 


Senator Srennis. Not dwelling on it at length, but why do you 
think that rate went up from 9 percent to 23 percent, Admiral? 

Admiral Cuew. I’m getting a little out of my field, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Well, you are a high-ranking naval officer. You 
are bound to know something about the Navy outside of your field. 

Admiral Cuew. If you want my private opinion, I think the pay 
bill had certainly some of the ecient effect. Family housing would 
be another important aspect. 

Senator Stennis. After the bill was passed a lot of officers told me 
that that wasn’t the main reason anyway. 

Admiral Cuew. I think quite frankly, sir, there is no question that 
it had a very marked influence on the reenlistment rate. 

Senator Stennis. I don’t know just what the House meant here by 
a restudy of the matter in addition to the point about the reenlist- 
ment. 

Admiral Crew. I don’t think there was any question as to the 
need of replacement. Apparently, the denial of the request was based 
upon the thought that possibly we would not need the capacity that 
we have stated. But as I pointed out, we need more than this capacity 
even upon the completion of this second recruit camp. 

Senator Stennis. How much are you going to ask in all for this 
project? Yousay thisis the first increment? 

Admiral Cuew. I think it is about $10 million total for the bar- 
racks, sir. I would have to furnish that accurately for the record. 

(The information referred to follows :) 


Total estimated cost to construct the second camp: 


ist increment (fiscal year 1960) (3 barracks) 
2d increment (future) (dispensary, classrooms, and messhall) 
8d increment (future) (4 barracks) 


EXTENSION OF RECRUIT TRAINING 


Admiral Cuew. There is one other aspect of this that I think is 
well worth pointing out. Present recruit training is 9 weeks, and 
even with this facility it can only be continued at 9 weeks, but we 
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want to make it 11 weeks, and in comparison to the other services our 
recruit training is shorter. 

That merely adds to the statement also that we will require these 
facilities, whether the reenlistment rate goes up appreciably or not, 
sir. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

(The justification follows :) 


Navau Training Center, Great LAxss, IL. 








Item Budget House Restoration 
request action requested 
1, Three recruit barracks (2,160 men) -..........-..---.------- $4, 442,000 | —$4, 442,000 | +$4, 442,000 


BEASONS FOR RESTORATION REQUEST 


Item No. 1—Three recruit barracks (2,160 men) (1st increment) 


1. The current and continuing need for an average recruit input of about 
90,000 annually requires the replacement of the existing substandard recruit 
facilities at Great Lakes, Ill. The increased reenlistment rate does not and will 
not in the foreseeable future reduce the recruit input required as demonstrated 
below. 

2. Denial of this item apparently was based upon the assumption that an in- 
creasing first term reenlistment rate represents increased retention of personnel, 
and therefore a decreased requirement for replacement training of recruits. 
The fact is that a steadily increasing first term reenlistment rate for the last 5 
years from 9 percent in fiscal year 1955 to 23.8 percent in fiscal year 1959 has 
resulted in no substantial increase in the number of first term reenlistments due 
to a corresponding decline in the number eligible to reenlist because of reduc- 
tionsin strength. This is demonstrated by the following table: 





Rate 
. Fiscal year hotenins Eligibles | Reenlisted | (percent) 


642, 000 159, 214 
1 8 


579, 900 34, 01 
592, 000 64, 576 
597, 000 61, 688 
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3. The current active enlisted personnel strength of the Navy includes ap- 
proximately 50,000 Reserves, 305,000 first-term Regulars, and 200,000 career 
Regulars, for a total of about 555,000. No reduction in this strength is antici- 
pated for the foreseeable future. 

4. Approximately half of these Reserves must be replaced annually, and about 
10,000 will require recruit training. Career losses normally average 15,000 
annually, but for the next 5 years they will average at least 20,000 a year as 
personnel who entered service during World War II complete 20 years service. 
These must be replaced by recruits and first-term reenlistees. First-term per- 
sonnel normally enlist for an average of 3.75 years, which means a year group 
requirement of 81,000. In order to maintain this level, due to attrition from 
death, disability, disciplinary discharges, etc., it is necessary to maintain an 
input of approximately 90,000 annually. 

5. On the basis of the above, it is evident that the Navy will require an input 
of new recruits averaging approximately 90,000 per year. With a 9-week train- 
ing period plus 2 weeks of processing, this will mean an average on board 
trainee load at San Diego and Great Lakes of 19,000 recruits. Since the capacity 
at San Diego is 8,653, this requires 10,347 at Great Lakes. There is now capacity 
at Great Lakes for only 5,040 in satisfactory spaces. Therefore, the deficit for 
average loads is 5,307. 


42550—_59——-48 
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6. The foregoing treats of averages only. At times there will be peakloads of 
as much as 28,000. It is evident, therefore, that at such times the spaces at 
San Diego and Great Lakes will be badly overcrowded, even with the completion 
of the new camp at Great Lakes, the first increment of which has been requested 
in the 1960 MCON. 

7. Furthermore, the current 9-week period of instruction is inadequate for 
optimum training of new recruits. The training period should be a minimum 
of 11 weeks. In this connection it should be noted that the Marine Corps re- 
quires 12 weeks, the Air Force 11 weeks and the Army 16 weeks to train recruits 
prior to assignment to operational duty. The presently available facilities pre- 
vent expansion to the 11-week required period within the training centers that 
it is feasible financially to operate in peacetime. 

8. In addition to the demonstrated need tor additional spaces at Great Lakes, 
there is a progressive urgency for early replacement of existing deteriorated fa- 
cilities. The present barracks at Great Lakes have a capacity of 10,220 recruits, 
of which only 5,040 can be accommodated in decent and satisfactory spaces. 
The balance of 5,180 spaces consist of temporary wartime, wood-frame struc- 
tures, which are beyond economical repair, expensive to maintain and detri- 
mental to the health and well-being of newly enlisted personnel. These sub- 
standard living quarters also have a deleterious effect upon the morale and 
ambitions of these young men who, in recruit training, obtain their first and most 
lasting impressions of life in the U.S. Navy. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


The request of $4,442,000 for the first increment in the replacement of certain 
recruit barracks at the Naval Training Center, Great Lakes, Ill., is denied. The 
committee fails to see the need for this replacement at the present time and 
believes that the Department of Defense should make a detailed study as to the 
need and scope of this replacement, particularly in view of the increased re- 
enlistment rate being experienced in the Navy at the present time. 


Starr CoLLEeGE 


Admiral Crew. The next item we did not reclama, the Armed 
Forces Staff College, because we can provide the academic part of 
the building, which is the most necessary, within the $4 million. 

We have already snoken of the Bethesda hospital. 

The next one would be no reclama. 


U.S. Navat RESEARCH LABORATORY, WASHINGTON, D.C. 


Admiral Cuew. The next one would be the high level radiation 
laboratory at the U.S. Naval Research Laboratory at the District 
of Columbia. 

Senator Stennis. Give us something on that. Just go right ahead. 


RADIATION LABORATORY 


Admiral Cuew. I think the major point there which the House 
committee makes, Mr. Chairman, is that there are apparently existing 
facilities capable of doing the work proposed by this laboratory. I 
would like to speak to that, sir. 

Hot cell facilities of the type needed for the Naval Research Lab- 
oratory programs of research are in existence but are not available 
for use as required. . 

Senator Srennis.. Is this medical research ? 

_ Admiral Cuew. No, this is not medical research. This is research 
into the effect of radiation upon materials specifically. The com- 
mercial facilities in existence are generally designed for reactor de- 
velopment with a major emphasis on reactor fuel element problems, 
and work is assigned on a priority basis. 
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Recognized scientists in the field of nuclear research still form a 
comparatively small community and are able to keep well informed 
of the facilities available, and their limitations, for performance of 
research in this field. 

There are not now available, as far as they know, any facilities which 
meet the needs of the Naval Research Laboratory program. 

The proposed hot cells and their related supporting facilities com- 
prise a carefully planned integrated facility for conducting scientific 
research concerned with the effects of nuclear radiation on materials 
of importance in naval construction. 

This is in direct opposition to effect of radiation upon human 
beings. 


SCOPE OF LABORATORY WORK 


The scope of the proposed laboratory provides for conducting 
metallurgical, chemical, physical, and mechanical research within this 
integrated facility on a continuing basis. 

The proposed cells, as you know, are to be located here in Wash- 
ington at the NRL. 

A review was made of the existing hot cell facilities, and specifically 
within the country, which disclosed that none were equipped to meet 
the needs of the NRL program of research. 

The hot cell facilities of the AEC establishments are not available 
on a continuing basis, and can be used only intermittently at their 
convenience. 

This would be feasible neither scientifically nor economically. 

Then the commercial ones, hot cell facilities such as Lockheed in 
Atlanta, General Electric in California, Curtiss-Wright in Pennsy]l- 
vania, Westinghouse, and so on are completely integrated to conduct 
research on a continuing basis. 

No effective program of research can be conducted in the area of 
nuclear effects on materials on a piecemeal basis where part of the 
study would be conducted at one facility, namely here, and other parts 
conducted at a second facility where you would have to take the 
material to be radiated. 


ROLE OF NAVY IN NUCLEAR RESEARCH 


Senator Stennis. Admiral, I don’t know a thing in the world about 
subject matters of this kind, but do each of the services have these 
research laboratories or do you have a combined effort? It seems 
to me that you make a strong point here that the work needs to be done, 
but it certainly ought to be done together. 

Admiral Cuew. I would say in answer to that, that certainly the 
Navy has been the leader in the nuclear propulsion field, which is 
primarily a naval mission, and this has to do with research as to the 
effect of radiation on materials, which has been one of our prime 
businesses in this atomic age and the age of atomic propulsion. 

Specifically as to reaction or effect of radiation caused by bomb 
blast or by bomb or something like that, this would also be useful. 

But since we are almost the “fathers” in this field, it seems proper 
that we should pioneer in this area. 
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Senator Stennis. Is this the beginning of an expensive program 
now, or can you for the relatively small amount of $1.5 million fix 
this thing up and operate it ? 

Admiral Cuew. This can be fixed up and operated for this stated 
requirement, sir; in answer to your previous question, the informa- 
tion that is gleaned at this laboratory is furnished to all the other 
agencies and all the other services when they so desire. 

Senator Stennis. As far as you know, do they have any facility 
comparable to this? 

Admiral Cuew. I cannot answer that. I do not know that, sir. 

Senator Stennis. That impresses me. 

Admiral Cuzw. Presumably not. 


LACK OF INFORMATION EXCHANGE 


Senator Srennis. That impresses me very much, gentlemen, that 
one service doesn’t know, just does not know what the other one may 
have along the same lines. 

You are very honest about that, but on that it does point out—— 

Admiral Cuew. I might perhaps have given this wrong impression 
because of ignorance. 

Senator Stennis. I don’t say that critically. I am just impressed 
with it over and over. 

Admiral Cuew. I don’t think that there are other facilities like 
this, because as I said before, I do know that we furnish information 
to the other services. 

Senator Stennis. I imagine you would know about it if they existed. 

Mr. Clerk, you make an inquiry about that to the other services. 

(The clerk has furnished a memorandum to the chairman.) 

Senator Satronsraty. Mr. Chairman, may I say this? Followin 
wn 80 lines of the chairman, the same thought is running through 
my mind. 

e have got a new research man, presently, Professor York in the 
Department of Defense, and I would be very much impressed by a 
letter or some communication from him to the chairman, Senator 
Stennis, for the record that he has looked into this matter and believes 
that these facilities required by the Navy are for the general overall 
development of research in the Department of Defense. 

Admiral Cxew. We shall be most happy to furnish that, Senator. 
' Senator Sauronstaty, I would be very much impressed by such a 
etter. 

Senator Stennis. All right, Mr. Clerk, I think Senator Saltonstall 
has made a good suggestion.. Suppose you follow through on this. 

Admiral Chew, you might check with them too from your view- 
point and see if we can get that picture rounded out before we mark 
up this bill. 

Admiral Cuew. We shall furnish that, sir. 

Senator Stennis. There is not much time left. 

(The information and justification follow :) 
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’ DrigectTor or DEFENSE RESEARCH AND ENGINEERING, 
Washington, D.C., August 12, 1959. 
Senator JoHN STENNIS, 
Chairman, Military Construction Panel, 
Department of Defense Subcommittee, 4 
Senate Committee on Appropriations, Washington, D.C. 

Dear SENATOR STENNIS: The proposed military construction program submit- 
ted to the Congress included a high level radiation laboratory to be located at 
the Naval Research Laboratory in an existing building. This laboratory facility 
was recommended because an integrated research program on the effects of 
radiation upon a variety of materials is essential to continued progress in many 
fields of importance to our defense efforts. The Naval Research Laboratory 
is well qualified to conduct such a program. 

There are no existing facilities of this type in the Washington area. Full 
use of the newly constructed reactor at NRL is greatly handicapped by this lack. 
While similar facilities are available at other locations, their program schedule 
is such that they are not available for the NRL work. Furthermore, the cost 
and inefficiency of using facilities remote from the reactor are such that the 
operation becomes impractical. 

Accordingly, it is urgently recommended that this facility be restored. 


Sincerely, a 
Hersert FE’, York. 


U.S. Navat ResgearcH Lasoratory, WasuHineton, D.C. 


Item Budget House Restoration 
request action requested 


1, High-level radiation laboratory. $1, 591,000 | —$1, 591,000 | +$1, 591,000 


REASON FOR RESTORATION REQUEST 


Item No. 1—High-level radiation laboratory 

1. Hot cell facilities of the type needed for the Naval Research Laboratory 
programs of research are in existence but are not available for use as required. 
The commercial facilities in existence are generally designed for reactor develop- 
ment with a major emphasis on reactor fuel element problems and work is 
assigned on a priority basis, Recognized scientists in the field of nuclear re- 
search still form a comparatively small community and are able to keep well 
informed of the facilities available, and their limitations, for performance of 
research in this field. There are not available, as far as they know, any facili- 
ties which meet the needs of the Naval Research Laboratory program of re- 
search. The proposed hot cells and their related supporting facilities comprise 
a carefully planned integrated facility for conducting scientific research con- 
cerned with the effects of nuclear radiation on materials of importance in naval 
construction. The scope of the proposed laboratory provides for conducting 
metallurgical, chemical, physical, and mechanical research within this integrated 
facility on a continuing basis. The proposed cells are to be housed in an existing 
building and used by scientific personnel now at Naval Research Laboratory. 

2. A review, made by the Naval Research Laboratory of existing hot cell 
facilities within the country, disclosed that none were equipped to meet the 
needs of the Naval Research Laboratory program of research. The hot cell 
facilities of AEC establishments are not available on a continuing basis and can 
be used only intermittently at their convenience. This would be neither feasible 
scientifically nor economically. Commercial hot cell facilities, such as Lockheed 
in Atlanta, Ga., General Electric at Vallecites in Caifornia, Curtiss-Wright at 
Quehanna, Pa., Westinghouse at Bettis Field, Atomics, International at Palo 
Alto, Calif., are not completely integrated to conduct research on a continuing 
basis. No effective program of research can be conducted in the area of nuclear 
effects on materials on a piecemeal basis where part of the study would be con- 
ducted at one facility and other parts conducted at a second or more facilities. 
Such an arrangement with its prohibitive costs would be wasteful of public 
funds. It would be impractical and the administrative and technical difficulties 
resulting would be wasteful of scientific manpower. 
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3. If this facility is not provided the Laboratory will be unable to continue 
its established program of investigating the performance of materials and equip- 
ment under all environments and conditions. The metallurgy and chemistry 
research program at the Naval Research Laboratory is planned to predict the 
behavior of materials and equipment under various conditions. The results of 
the program have guided the Navy in the use of new and old materials under 
new environments. 

4. For many years Naval Research Laboratory has made significant contri- 
butions in all the physical sciences. It has on its staff nationally and interna- 
tionally known scientists. Adequate facilities are required to permit these 
scientists to: make their maximum, contributions in a new, field to the. Navy and 
the Nation at a time when we are bending all efforts to increase our scientific 
output. 

HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 
Item No. 1 

“The amount of $1,591,000 was requested for a high-level radiation laboratory 
at the Naval Research Laboratory in the District of Columbia. Hearings before 
the committee disclosed that there apparently are existing facilities capable of 
doing the work proposed for this laboratory. The committee is not satisfied 
that the Department of Defense has made a sufficient study of the use of exist- 
ing facilities and those proposed for construction by other Government agencies 
to warrant construction at the laboratory at the present time. Accordingly, 
funds requested have been deleted from the bill.” 


PUBLIC WORKS CENTER, GUAM, MARIANAS ISLANDS 


Admiral Cuew. The next item is the improvement to the power 
supply on Guam. 

Senator Stennis. Is this related in any way to—— 

Admiral Pe.trer. The committee made three points: One, that 
the estimates submitted were not even based on preliminary engineer- 
ing; two, that consideration is being given to using a nuclear reactor 
for the second increment of construction; and three, the proposed site 
of the facility is located on unusually high-priced land. 

Our statement to the committee was perhaps misleading in that we 
said we did not have preliminary engineering, but actually we had 
gone beyond that. Our estimate did say that no preliminary engineer- 
ing as such had been accomplished. Actually we have gone beyond 
the preliminary engineering stages, and the cost is been on a much 


further advanced engineering study than just preliminary engineering. 
Our prices are well-founded. 


LOCATION OF POWERPLANT 


We did make an unfortunate statement which misled the committee. 

With respect to the matter of the land, this location for the power- 
plant and its distribution system is based on a scientific method of load 
analyzing. Data are put in a machine, which then determines where 
the best location is to balance out your load. 

This has been done in this particular case, and the Tumon Bay 
area is the area that is, from an engineering analysis, the best location 
for this powerplant. From the standpoint of present load, future 
load, and distribution systems, and also from the standpoint of salt 
water intake, this is the best location. 

The price for this land is relatively high, but it is based on appraisal 
by competent appraisers. Cost experience of land changing hands on 
Guam at the present time was used as a base. 

When _you consider that the selection was made from a carefully 
prepared engineering investigation, this is the place it should be 
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located. Any differential in the price of the land I am sure would be 
offset by increased distribution costs and other costs. 


NUCLEAR REACTOR 


As to the nuclear reactor for the second increment, the Armed 
Services Committee of the House asked rather pointed questions 
about what we were proposing to do, whether or not we could use a 
nuclear plant here. Timewise, our engineering is so far along on 
our first increment we have to go ahead and -plan for a conventional 
unit for the first increment. 

We are considering a nuclear plant for the second increment, which 
would be located on a Delong-type dock that could be jacked up and 
would be a self-sufficient floating nuclear powerplant. 

However, the cost of a nuclear plant is considerably greater, and it 
is a question of whether we can get sufficient money, say, from the 
AEC to help us support the cost of building a nuclear plant. 

We realize that to reduce the cost of nuclear power we do have to 
build plants to get experience, and we are willing to cooperate with 
the general AEC program on this. 

But it has not been exactly firmed up whether we will go in for a 
nuclear plant for the second increment. But that would make very 
little difference on this first increment. 

Senator Stennis. Very little difference ? 

Admiral Peurier. Yes. 

Senator Stennis. Just what do you mean by very little difference? 

Admiral Prttter. The distribution system will be located in this 
same area, I mean the distribution system will not be changed whether 
the second increment is nuclear or conventional. 

Senator Stennis. Does this leave the matter wide open now for a 
nuclear facility later? 

Admiral Perrier. Yes. 

Senator Stennis. The second increment if it is decided on? 

Admiral Petrter. Yes, it can, we can. 

Senator Stennis. Getting back to this question of the nuclear re- 
actor, you say it’s not firmed up with the AEC or with anyone so far 
as that is concerned. 

Admiral Preurter. We are studying it now, and are preparing the 
necessary papers from the Secretary of Defense to the AEC. It takes 
a considerable amount of negotiating between the two to firm up what 
support we can get for this extra cost of a nuclear plant. 

We will probably work it out this next year. 

Senator Stennis. I understand now you are clear cut in your answer 
to the point that is raised, that the door is still being left open, and 
this nuclear development can come. 

Admiral Peurmr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. If the decision is in the affirmative ? 

Admiral Pertier. Yes, sir. 


TOTAL ESTIMATED COST 


_ Senator Stennis. Now, this is a larg item here and represents a first 
increment. What is the total estimated cost of your power system ? 
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Admiral Prxrter. If we go, in the second increment, to a nuclear 
plant, the cost of the second increment will be about $28 million. 

If we go to a conventional plant the increment will be about $9 mil- 
ion. 

Senator Stennis. Total? 

Senator Satronstatn. $28 million more? 

Admiral Perrier. Yes, that is what a nuclear plant will cost us. It 
is about $1,200 a kilowatt as against conventional of about $400. It 
is more expensive. 

. Senator Srennis. You are asking in round numbers for $11 million 
ere? 

Admiral Pentter. Yes. 

Senator Stennis. If you go to the regular conventional type, it will 
be an additional increment of about $9 million ? 

Admiral] Petrter. Nine, some time in the future we will need that. 

Senator Stennis. But otherwise to go to the nuclear setup, it will 
be around $28 million ? 

Admiral Petter. Yes, sir. 

Senator Srennis. I think it would be well if you refreshed our 
recollection here as to this whole setup at Guam, especially from the 
viewpoint of the Public Works Center and the power system. Is this 
a part of your master plan ? 


ROLE OF NAVY IN POWER SUPPLY 


Admiral Peurter. Yes, sir. The Navy supplies the power to all the 
people on Guam, and our biggest increase in power requirement is 
from the Air Force. Their increase in the next several years is con- 
siderably greater than the Navy’s. We run one power system on 
Guam, which is the most economical way to do it. This planning is 
part of that system. 

We provide the power and can operate and generate power. Of 
course they reimburse us on our costs, we charge them just like a 
utility company. 

Senator a This talk then of the master plan and all the 
other items that come within it is all subject to this very power 
project we are talking about ? 

Admiral Peurmr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Srennis. If you don’t get this this year, what are you go- 
ing to do? 

Admiral Pettrer. We will have to ration power. We have about 
a thousand units of Capehart housing that are being completed by 
the Air Force, and that load is 600 kilowatts in 1959, 1,400 in 1960, 
and 1,700 in 1961. 

When we put that load on the line and consider that it is only part 
of the increase that is going to be hard to ration and we are going 
to have to cut out something else. There is going to have to be a ra- 
tioning of power on Guam. 

Our firm power is such that we exceed our firm power in about 
1960. 

They have gone to daylight saving here just recently to save power. 
It is an urgent project, sir. 
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PERSONNEL ON GUAM 


Senator Stennis. How many men will we have, or how many per- 
sonnel will we have stationed at Guam when this master plan goes 
into operation? Does anyone have an idea on that? Masha you do 
not. 

Admiral Curw. Of the whole population of Guam, which includes 
the Air Force and the Navy as well as the civilian population, the 
naval population, including military, civilian employees and depend- 
ents, is somewhere in the neighborhood of 10,500. 

Senator Srennis. Supply for the record what would be the service 
population all told. 

dmiral Cuew. Service and civilian? 

Senator Stennis. Yes; because it has a bearing on this power. 

Admiral Prttrer. It is Anderson Air Force Base being a SAC base 
probably fluctuates up and down. 

Senator Stennis. That would fill out the picture as to what you 
are talking about when you say you need power there. 

(The information referred to follows :) 


Latest estimate of population 


Permanent residents, Guam 
Navy : 


A gt cn la aes 1, 059 
Dependents. 


8, 810 
Contract Filipino employees 


62, 395 


Pusiic Works Center, Guam, Marana IstaAnps 


Item Budget House Restoration 
request action requested 


1, Improvement to power system and acquisition of land (1st 
increment) $10, 947,000 |—$10, 947, 000 +$10, 947, 000 


REASONS FOR RESTORATION REQUEST 


Item No. 1—Improvement to power system and acquisition of land (first incre- 
ment) 


(1) The need for this project is based on a complete engineering study by one 
of the recognized authorities in the power generation field, Sargent & Lundy, of 
Chicago, which goes far beyond the requirements of the normal preliminary engi- 
neering report. This study was initiated by the critical power shortage on Guam. 

The estimate has been prepared from well-developed plans and specifications 
based on the latest techniques in laying out power systems (networks analyzer 
studies) which establish the most satisfactory design and arrangement of these 
facilities. The contract plans and specifications have been developed to such an 
extent that the award of the first contracts for this facility are scheduled for 
November 1959. 

The need for improvement to the power system must also be expressed in 
terms of the strategic importance of the island of Guam. As a forward bastion of 
American defense, it represents the hard core of a backup that must be provided 
considering its relationship to the Philippine Islands and the islands of Japan. 
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This strategic and military aspect is not only for Navy support, but is a major 
contribution to the Air Force, which is solely dependent upon the Navy for its 
firm power supply under existing Department of Defense directives. Adequate 
utility support to advance military bases such as Guam is the very heart of mod- 
ern warfare procedures ; communication facilities, radar and radio networks, air- 
craft servicing, and fleet base support—all have a major dependency on this 
power source. 

The urgency of this project is further demonstrated by the fact that the Navy, 
in spite of strict operational control, even now has been forced to adopt electric 
power rationing procedures. At the same time, the deficit in power generating 
eapability is continuing to increase to critical proportions. 

(2) The Navy chose the conventional unit for the first increment because— 

(a) a conventional unit has years of proven experience as a baseload 
plant, whereas a nuclear plant of this capacity has practically no proven 
experience as a baseload plant ; 

(b) a conventional plant can be put in service in approximately 1 year less 
than a nuclear plant (the initial award of contracts for the project now under 
consideration is scheduled for November of this year, which will permit plac- 
ing the plant in service in January 1963 under the most pessimistic conditions : 
any failure to meet this date will require critical rationing of electrical 
power) ; 

(c) the conventional plant, based on well-developed plans and specifica- 
tions, is estimated to cost $9.8 million whereas a nuclear plant is estimated 
to cost upward from $24.1 million, based on Atomic Energy Commission and 
private consulting engineers’ estimates ; 

(d) the conventional plant gives the Navy flexibility with operating per- 
sonnel and parts at the isolated advanced base location which is represented 
by the island of Guam. 

The Navy is giving consideration to the utilization of a nuclear plant for the 
required second unit based on the following: 

(a) The Navy’s effort to meet emergency and wartime requirements in 
addition to the normal peacetime baseload requirements. The conventional 
plant with the nuclear powerplant as backup will enhance Guam as a major 
support base for Far East military operations. 

(b) A nuclear plant as contemplated would be of the mobile type. In 
times of a national emergency, and if required, this plant could be moved 
from Guam. The conventional plant now under consideration would be 
available to meet essential military requirements at this base under restricted 
wartime emergency operations. 

(c) This combination of conventional and nuclear plant also follows the 
guidance and experience of industry in permitting inherent flexibility and 
reliability of operation. In addition, by having the nuclear installation as a 
second increment, it permits the Navy to take advantage of any breakthroughs 
or new developments in the “state of the art.” 

(d) The use of a nuclear power unit for the second increment is in keep- 
ing with the expressed desires of the Congress and permits the Navy to meet 
its operating requirements. 

(3) The Navy selected the Tumon Bay area as a site for the proposed power- 
plant for the following reasons: 

(a) The site is located near the anticipated load center as developed by 
load analyzers. 

(b) It is in the general area where additional future growth is expected. 

(c) Existing transmission lines are readily adapted to a plant in this 
location. 

(d) The site is relatively well sheltered from the effects of typhoons. 

(e) The site provides for readily available and adequate cooling water. 

(f) This location requires the minimum of site preparation and develop- 
ment cost. 

(g) The location at Tumon will provide for dispersal of the generating 
facilities at Guam. 

(h) There are existing main roads providing access to the site area. 

The Navy considers that the cost of savings in the transmission losses during 
the life of this plant will greatly exceed the cost of the acquisition of land in 
the Tumon Bay area for this plant. Location of this plant at any other site 
than the one selected would remove the plant from the center of the demand 
load and result in costly transmission losses which over the normal life of the 
facility would exceed the cost of the land many times. 
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HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 
Item No. 1 


“(1) The estimates submitted were not even based on a preliminary engineer- 
ing study. 
“(2) That consideration is being given to using a nuclear reactor for the second 
increment of construction. 
“(3) The proposed site of this facility was located on unusually high-priced 
Jand.” 
GENERAL SUPPORT PROGRAMS 


Senator Stennis. Next items? 

Admiral Crew. The next is general support items starting with 
minor new. construction. The amount of $4 million was reduced 
$700,000. I would like to point out, sir, that at present there are 
urgent projects which qualify under section 408, Public Law 84-968, 
which is the minor construction authorization, amounting to $1,574,000, 
which are awaiting the appropriation of funds in the 1960 budget. 
Based on experience, it is expected that at least $3,500,000 additional 
will qualify under this provision of the law, and will be submitted. 
So, even if we get $4 million, there will still remain an estimated $1 
million worth of unfunded items. 


MINOR CONSTRUCTION 


It is a question of qualification as urgent under minor construction, 
and by minor construction that is anything from $25,000 to $200,000. 

Senator Stennis. You mean if you get the $4 million you will still 
be a million short; is that right ? 

Admiral Cuew. It looks as if we will be a million short based on 
our experience this past year, yes. 

Senator Stennis. Next item ? 


OFFSITE UTILITIES UNIT 


Admiral Peitter. Mr. Chairman, we budget a thousand dollars and 
that is for a unit for offsite utilities, and so forth. 

This has been our experience in the past. This reduction reduces it 
down to $830 per unit. From our past experience we would probably 
have to forego some Capehart housing because of lack of support 
money. 

Senator Srennis. Don’t you have any other source you can get it 
from if you don’t have the money? Can’t you get it from some other 
department, some other service? 

Admiral Perrier. I think Mr. Poole can back me up on this. 

Mr. Poote. Mr. Chairman, the authority which allows us to do this 
belongs to the military construction authority and that is the only 
money we can use. 

Senator Stennis. Did you look at these figures with reference to 
the last authorization act on Capehart housing ? 

There was a ceiling put on, and then more units were added. I don’t 
remember how many were added for the Navy. You may have more 
units authorized here now in the present law than were—— 

Admiral Perrier. It could very well be. Some of those costs don’t 
actually develop until we have completed the project so it is a little 
hard to estimate. 

Senator Stennis. All right, next item ? 
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ACCESS ROADS 


Admiral Cuew. The next item is access roads where the $2 million 
was reduced by $500,000. Our known requirements for access roads 
total in excess of the $2 million, and they exist right now. So if the 
reduction is not restored, certain of our access roads will have to be 
deleted from the program. 

Senator Stennis. What all do you include in access roads when you 
say “access roads”? What does that mean ? 

Admiral Cuew. Mr. Rexroad has a copy of the list of access roads, 
sir, that we have right here that would be required. 

Senator Stennis. I don’t mean particular locations, but just what is 
the access road ? 

Admiral Cuew. It is an authorization to complete certain roads 
within certain areas. 

Senator Stennis. It has to be on your Government-owned property ? 

Admiral Cuew. I don’t think so, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Or off? 

Admiral Cuew. It has to be off. 

Admiral Peurter. If we develop an area like an air station, where 
we cut through a road, we will have to provide money to reroute that 
road around our facility. 

That is one area of access road. 

Senator Srennis. That is one area. If it is on Government prop- 
erty you just count that as a part of the utility. 

Admiral Cuew. That is roads and utilities and is budgeted for as a 
line item, sir. 

Senator Stennis. If you were going from a Goverment installation 
across non-Government land, to a public highway, that is strictly an 
access road ; is that right? 

Admiral Pettrer. That’s right. 

Senator Srennis. I want to nail that down though. I want to know 
if that is an illustration. 

Admiral Prettier. Route 493 for a distance of 2.5 miles north of the 
intersection with Route 16 will have to be improved to provide the 
access to this outlying field. That would be an access med 

— Stennis. I want to have another illustration of access 
roads. 

Admiral Peurmr. We have one here at Whiting Field. 

Senator Srennts. If you close up a public road and have to build 
another one to take its place or pay the county for the road you close, 
that comes out of your access money, is that correct? 

Admiral Prurter. That is right. We have one similar to that at 
Sugar Grove. 

Senator Srennis. I want to be sure the record shows though Ad- 
miral, what an access road is. If I have correctly stated an example, 
will you just answer “Yes” or “No”? 

Admiral Cuew. The answer is “Yes,” sir, to your statement on that. 

Senator Stennis. Now Admiral Peltier, if you want to also make 
any further explanation, go ahead. 
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REPLACING PUBLIC ROADS 


Admiral Petter. If we destroy a road, in this particular case of an 
air station, where sometimes our runways being 2 miles long will cut 
across highways—we will have to provide a new road around our 
station for the people using that road. ; 

Senator Stennis. That is replacement of existing public roads? 

Admiral Prurier. It would be impossible in some cases for the 
county to finance. 

Senator Stennis. It is a term that is misunderstood in part in the 
Senate here, and that is why I wanted to clear it up from your view- 

oint. 

So it is either to replace a road that you close up, a public road, or a 
road across property that you do not own to serve your own purposes. 

Admiral Petrmr. It is both, and we use it both ways. 

(The information referred to follows :) 


TYPICAL EXAMPLES OF NAVY REQUIREMENTS FOR ACCESS ROADS IN THE FISCAL 
Year 1960 Program 


The following projects are under consideration for funding by the Navy 
from the fiscal year 1960 military construction appropriations : 


Naval Missile Facility, Point Arguello, Calif....__._.._..__._.__...... $3, 200, 000 
Naval Air Missile Test Center, Point Mugu, Calif....._......-._.. fp 

Naval Ordnance Laboratory Test Facility, Fort Lauderdale, Fla_._... 1,600,000 
Naval Radio Research Station, Sugar Grove, W. Va__------------- 300, 000 
Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Whiting Field, Fla__....___._..._..._.. 70, 000 
Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Meridian, Outlying Field, Bravo__.__ 170, 000 
Applied Physics Laboratory, Howard County, Md_-----------_-__ ta 140, 000 


CURRENTLY PLANNED FISCAL YEAR -1961 ACCESS ROAD PROGRAM 


Naval Station, Roosevelt Roads, P.R. 

Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Meridian, Miss.—Capehart housing 
Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Whiting Field, Fla.—Capehart housing 
Outlying Field Blackwater D, Fla.,* $80,000. 

Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Meridian, Alpha 

Naval Radio Research Station, Sugar Grove, W. Va.—Route 25 


The above is a tentative list of access road projects that may be included 
in the fiscal year 1961 military construction program. They are in addition to 
those listed in fiscal year 1960 military construction program which might not 
be financed because of lack of funds or for other reasons not now known by the 


avy. 
The above listing constitutes the currently known requirement although others 
may be anticipated. It will be necessary to consider all when appropriations 


become available to determine those to be constructed within the fiscal year 
1960 appropriations. 


GENERAL Support PROGRAMS 








Item Budget House Restoration 
request action requested 
2, De oid io ee ctccoaceds éccsscclwon $4, 000, 000 —$700, 000 $700, 000 
2. Title VIII (Capehart) housing support...............-..... 4, 322, 000 —572, 000 tire 000 
EAE A leit, ce RID i Aetna 2, 000, 000 —500, 000 +500, 000 
Total 


enon Pete nsocmenesntiesensenssbeacesboepakneen 10, 322,000 | —1, 772,000 +1, 772, 000 





1 Included in fiscal year 1959 MCON line item—deferred. 
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REASONS FOR RESTORATION REQUEST 


No. 1—Minor construction 

1. At present there are urgent projects which qualify under section 408 
of Public Law 84-968, amounting to $1,574,000 and which are awaiting the 
appropriation of funds. Based on experience it is expected that at least an 
additional $3,500,000 worth of qualifying items will be submitted from the field 
during fiscal year 1960. Even if the act provides $4 million, there will still 
remain an estimated $1 million worth of unfunded items at the end of the fiscal 
year. 

. No. 2—Title VIII (Capehart) housing support 

’ 1. Experience covering the design and construction of more than 10,000 
houses has proved that an average of $1,000 per housing unit is necessary to 
provide the support funds necessary for the acquisition of land, A. & E. design, 
construction inspection and offsite utilities. 

2. The budget request was based on the funds necessary for the support of 
4,322 units. However, 200 additional units were approved without increasing 
the amount of funds requested. 

3. The funds recommended by the House committee would provide only $830 
per unit which would limit the quality of design and inspection obtainable. Or, 
if the full $1,000 per unit is used, over 700 urgently required houses would have 
to be eliminated due to lack of support funds. 

4. Of the total funds requested, over 40 percent are reimbursed from mortgage 
loan funds and are deposited in the Treasury. 


Item No. 8—Access roads 


1. Known requirements for access roads totaling in excess of $2 million 
exist now. If the House committee reduction is not restored certain required 
access roads will have to be deleted from the program. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 
1, Minor construction 
1. No statement. 
2. Title VIII (Capehart) housing support 
1. Nostatement. 
3. Access roads 


1. The committee indicated that a thorough review should be made of this 
program by the DOD. 


MARINE CoRPS RESERVE TRAINING CENTER, TAMPA, FLA. 


Admiral Cuzw. That ee the military construction program. 


There are two small items in the Reserve program. 

Senator Stennis. Let’s take those now. 

Admiral Curw. The first one is at the Marine Corps Reserve Train- 
ing Center at Tampa, Fla., in which the request of $391,000 was 
denied. This was for the training center. A survey of the Tampa 
area fails to disclose any space available for the Marine Corps Re- 
serve Training Center, without new construction. 


SURVEY OF REGULAR MILITARY ESTABLISHMENTS 


This survey included a search of all regular military establish- 
ments, including MacDill Air Force Base. I mention this, Mr. Chair- 
man, because the House committee said “Had we investigated ?” 

Senator Srennis. That’s right. 

Admiral Cuew. We have, and all military Reserve installations and 
commercial facilities in the Tampa, Fla., area they have all been in- 
vestigated, and there was no place other than that. 

Commander Swope can amplify if there is anything further to say. 
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Commander Sworr. Mr. Chairman, just one thing to add to that. 
As of very recent date, August 11, a letter from the commander at Mac- 
Dill Air Force Base verifies the fact that there is no facility either 
in a usable condition or a substandard condition which could be re- 
habilitated for the use of the training center. 

Senator Stennis. I want you to have a training center if you need 
it, but with as many military installations as there are in Florida, it 
does seem that you ought to be able to locate something that would 
serve your purpose. 


TAMPA TRAINING CENTER 


Commander Sworsr. This specifically, of course, is for the Tampa 
area. 

The present training center is unacceptable due to the fact that it 
is surrounded now by commercial facilities at the airport. It was 
taken over as a surplus World War II building, and used as such for 
a considerable period of time. That area has been developed as an in- 
dustrial area, and the present training center is old, it is falling down, 
and it is completely surrounded by this industrial area. 

Senator Stennis. Do you know about this yourself ? 

Commander Swope. Yes, sir, and Major Heinemann is here. 

Senator Srennis. If you know, you can speak for yourself. Let 
me ask you this question. Have you been there? 

Commander Sworg. Yes, sir 

Senator Stennis. All right, you know the kind of place you need 
for training. In your opinion can they carry on the necessary training 
for this Reserve unit at the quarters you have? 


CENTER SUPPORT OF AMPHIBIOUS TRACTOR BATTALION 


Commander Sworr. No, for the specific reason that this center sup- 
ports an amphibious tractor battalion, which at the present time does 
not have access to the water. These are the “alligator” type vehicles, 
which must have water area for proper training and proper exercise. 

The present center does not provide that. 

Senator Srennis. All right, that isa good clear-cut statement. Now 
who was it you referred to that is also here? 

Commander Sworr. Major Heinemann who is a representative of 
the Commandant of the Marine Corps. 

Senator Srennis. All right, Major, just answer along the subject 
matter that I have indicated. 

Major Heinemann. Yes, sir, when we initiate a project for a train- 
ing center we first survey the complete area, in this case the Tampa 
area, to find existing facilities to accommodate our reservists. In this 
case the survey showed nothing available, including MacDill. The 
present training center, as Commander Swope stated, is completely 
surrounded by an industrial area and the international airport. At 
one time when this unit was first located or first activated, there was 
an access road to the water. As the chairman knows, we accepted 
many facilities when the Reserves were first activated after Korea, 
because we did not want to come in with a terriffic construction bill. 
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NEED FOR ACCESS TO WATER 


However, this access route to the water has been cut off by the 
expansion of the International Airport and the industrial area. 

e have no way of getting to the water. To train these reservists 
they must have a water driving area and a land driving area. The 
city of Tampa and the State of Florida have made available to us 
80 acres of land on which we can construct this training center. 


COST OF LAND 


This land will be leased by us for $1 year for 50 years. 
Senator Stennis. All right, you have personal knowledge of this 
ou say. 

7 Mater HerneMAnn. Yes,sir. I was recently in Tampa looking over 
the situation. 

Senator Stennis. And you say now positively that the facilities 
there are inadequate, that you can’t give the training that is needed. 

Major Hernemann. That is correct, sir. 

Senator Stennis. All right, thank you very much, both of you. 

That is a good statement. 

(The justification follows :) 


Marine Corrs RESERVE TRAINING CENTER, Tampa, Fu. 


BEASONS FOB RESTORATION REQUEST 


Item No. 1—Training Center 


1. A survey of the Tampa area failed to disclose any space available for the 
Marine Corps Reserve Training Center, without new construction: This sur- 
vey included a search of all regular military establishments, including MacDill 
Air Force Base, all military Reserve installations, and all commercial facilities 
in the Tampa, Fla. area. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


Item No. 1 


1. The committee does not believe that the Navy has made a thorough study 
of existing facilities in the Tampa, Fla., area, including those at MacDill Air 
Force Base and accordingly has denied the request of $391,000 for a Marine 
Corps Reserve Armory at this location. 


Marine Corps RESERVE TRAINING CENTER, JOHNSON CiTy, TENN. 


Admiral Cuew. The last item, sir, is a reduction of $20,000, for 
the Marine Corps Reserve Training Center at Johnson City, Tenn. 

The original request of $330,000 was reduced by $20,000. The state- 
ment was made that it was requested for the purchase of lands now 
owned by the Veterans’ Administration. 

Consequently the request was denied because it was one Govern- 
ment activity furnishing land to another Government activity, and I 
believe that is in accordance with the Bureau of the Budget directive, 
almost an administrative problem more than the money problem. 

Senator Srennis. There is no other reason given for the denial? 
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Admiral Curw. No other reason given for the denial, sir. I think 
the House statement said the amount of $20,000 was requested for 
the purchase of land, sir. 

Senator Stennis. What did you find was the reason for the Budg- 
et Bureau’s position ? 

Admiral Prxrter. There is some correspondence between the Sec- 
retary of Defense and Mr. Stans of the Bureau of the Budget. May- 
be Mr. Poole could answer that. 


BUDGET BUREAU POSITION 


Mr. Pootr. For the past 2 years the administration has been mak- 
ing a study of land held by the various Federal agencies. The im- 
pression has been gotten by some people that Defense and some 
of the other agencies, if they can get the land for nothing, they 
ask for it whether they need it or not, whereas if they had to pay some 
money for it, then they will inquire before they ask. On that kind 
of philosophy they have instituted a procedure whereby we have to 
pay as much as we can. We can once in a while claim that we have 
to pay an amount of money if we want the land. 

Senator Stennis. What do you think about that change in policy ? 
Do you think it is sound ? 

Mr. Poors. I can’t speak categorically one way or another. It 
has its merits. We can’t say the Bureau of the Budget is wrong 
altogether. On the other hand, sometimes it looks somewhat incon- 
gruous to say that the one Federal agency should pay the other. 

Senator Stennis. Well, we pay the Post Office Department for the 
mail they carry for the Navy. That is the Navy has to pay for it, 
do they not? 

Mr. Pootr. That is true. However, we still have our differences 
and we are working on them. 

Senator Stennis. If the services are going to have to pay for this 
land, it might be that we won’t get as many letters wanting these 
land items transferred. I like the idea. 

Admiral Perrier. It has some merit. 

Senator Srennis. I think it will work a whole lot better as I see 
it. What is your next item ? 

Admiral Cuew. That completes all the items, sir. 

(The justification follows :) 


MarinE Corps RESERVE TRAINING CENTER, JOHNSON City, TENN. 


Item Budget House Restoration 
request action requested 


DP aiid cinn des ccenccien tended $330, 000 —$20, 000 +$20, 000 


REASONS FOR RESTORATION REQUEST 
Item No. 1—Training center 


1. The purchase price of $20,000 for land, presently controlled by the Vet- 
erans’ Administration, is required by the Department of Defense memorandum 
to all service Secretaries dated January 27, 1959. This memorandum states, in 
part, that one governmental agency transferring land to another will be reim- 
bursed for the land by the receiving agency at the rate of 50 percent of the 
land value as appraised by the General Services Administration. If Congress 


42550—59——_49 
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determines and directs that reimbursement need not be made for transfer of 
this land, the Navy will reduce the amount requested by $20,000. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 
Item No. 1 


1. The amount of $20,000 was requested for the purchase of land for an 
armory at Johnson City, Tenn. This land is presently controlled by the Vet- 
erans’ Administration and the budget estimate is the result of an apparently new 
policy of the executive branch to have the various governmental agencies pur- 
chase land from each other, instead of transferring as has been done previously. 
The committee fails to see the justification for such a policy and the request is 
accordingly denied. 


LANDING FIELD FOR PENSACOLA STATION 


Senator Stennis. Gentlemen, there is just one other question I want 
to ask and this is a matter that I haven’t spoken to you about. It 
aroused my interest here that the House is actually taking out the 
landing field to support the new Naval Air Training Station. It is 
within the Pensacola area as you know, and I just asked the clerk to 
see if there were any other landing fields in the naval air training in 
the bill ? 

Admiral] Perrier. There is one. 

Senator Srennis. In the bill that pertains to naval air training 
to see what was done and he locates one here at Milton, Fla., Naval 
Auxiliary Air Station at Whiting Field, Milton, Fla. 

The item is $4,679,000. As I say, I haven’t mentioned this matter 
to you. Is there any distinction between this field and the one that 
is to serve Meridian ? 

Admiral Cuew. That is the outlying field for Whiting, as the OLF 
at Bravo would be for Meridian, sir. 

Senator Stennis. I say is there any distinction between the two, 
where one should be left in and the other taken out of the bill? Does 
the same principle of training apply ? 

Admiral Cutw. They are the same principles of training. They ap- 
ply to both fields, yes. 

Senator Srennis. Captain, do you see any difference in this land- 
ing. field there at Whiting? The need for it and the one at Meridian? 

aptain Brivcers. They are to fulfill exactly the same mission. 
Meridian is to take 200 of the aircraft and Whiting is to take 90 of 
the aircraft in addition to the heavy load that is not involved. 

Senator Stennis. What is that, in addition to what ? 

Captain Brincers. Whiting will also have a considerable load of 
propeller aircraft. 

conator Srennis. Will they use the landing field, the propeller air- 
crait ¢ 

Captain Brincers. We have adequate landing fields for them in the 
Pensacola area. 

TWO FIELDS NEEDED 


Senator Stennis. So this landing field at Whiting is to serve 90 jet 
trainers, whereas the one out from Meridian is to serve 200; is that 
correct ? 

Captain Brivcrrs. The two, sir. I would like to reemphasize the 
fact that we need two fields in the Meridian area. 

Senator Stennis. The two fields in the Meridian area will serve 200 
aircraft? 
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Captain Briverrs. Yes. 

Senator Srennis. Is there any distinction so far as need is con- 
cerned between these two, the one at Whiting and the one you now 
propose for Meridian ? + 

‘aptain Brincers. I would say that the one at Whiting and the one 
in this program for Meridian are coequal in their necessity. 

Senator Stennis. And the same reasons you gave, a matter of 
safety for these cadets, when you were testifying as to Meridian 
would apply to Whiting; is that correct ? 

Captain Brivcrrs. Yes. 

Senator Stennis. Can you as a trained naval officer then see any 
reason for the distinction between these two, one being left in and 
the other one being left out ? 

Captain Brincrrs. I can see no reason, sir. I think perhaps the 
reason may have been that we failed to present the case properly to 
the House. 

Senator Srennis. I say, on the merits of the situation, can you see 
any reason ? 

Captain Brincers. No, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Admiral Peltier, can you see any reason ? 

Admiral Pettier. No. From an engineering standpoint it is the 
same problem. 

Senator Stennis. Admiral Chew, can you see any reason ? 

Admiral Cuew. From an operational point they are identical, sir. 

Senator Stennis. All right. That is all I want to know on that. 

Admiral Perrmr. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Srennis. I am not proposing to take this one out, but I 
just want to see how these things add up here. Is there anything else 
the Navy wants to say on any of these matters ? 

Let me say this. If there is anything else, I don’t know just when 
we will mark this bill up, but within a few days, and you have done 
arush job and a mighty good job in getting this proof in here. 

If there is anything else that comes to your minds don’t hesitate to 
call on us and we will keep the record open. 

I thank you very much, gentlemen, for your attention and for being 
here. We will certainly look into this and I hope that we can get a 
bill out that you can live under. 


COMITTEE RECESS 


Thank you again very much. We will take a recess now until 2:30 
this afternoon. 


(Whereupon, at 12:30 p.m. a recess was taken until 2:30 p.m. of the 
same day.) 
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AFTERNOON SESSION (TuEspAY, AuGcusT 11, 1959) 
DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 


STATEMENT OF HON. JAMES H. DOUGLAS, SECRETARY OF THE AIR 
FORCE; ACCOMPANIED BY HON. L. S. GARLOCK, ASSISTANT SECRE- 
TARY OF THE AIR FORCE (MANAGEMENT); MAJ. GEN. A. M. 
MINTON, DIRECTOR OF CIVIL ENGINEERING; COL. W. H. PARK- 
HILL, DIRECTORATE OF CIVIL ENGINEERING; J. R. GIBBENS, 
DIRECTORATE OF CIVIL ENGINEERING ; HERBERT SUFIT, DIREC- 
TORATE OF BUDGET; MAJ. GEN. WINSTON P. WILSON, CHIEF, AIR 
FORCE DIVISION, NATIONAL GUARD BUREAU; BRIG. GEN. B. C. 
HARRISON, DIRECTOR OF PERSONNEL PROCUREMENT AND 
TRAINING; COL. M. T. EDMONDS, CIVIL ENGINEERING; COL. R. L. 
LILES, DIRECTORATE OF OPERATIONS; COL. J. C. CARMICHAEL, 
SURGEON GENERAL; COL. D. S. WOODS, DIRECTORATE OF COM- 
MUNICATIONS, ELECTRONICS; AND COL. C. A. STONE, DIRECTO- 
RATE OF MAINTENANCE ENGINEERING 


GENERAL STATEMENT 


Senator Stennis. The subcommittee will please come to order. 

Secretary Douglas, we are very glad indeed to have you here today. 

This is as you know a hearing for the Air Force reclama on any- 
thing they wish to present to the subcommittee in view of their 
study of the bill after it was passed by the House. 

We don’t want to rush you or any of your staff. There will be 
additional] time allowed if necessary. 

All right, if we may have the cooperation of everyone now, will 
you proceed, Mr. Secretary. 

Secretary Doveias. Mr. Chairman, I believe that we can cover the 
reclama problems most expeditiously by going through the prepared 
statement, a copy of which you have before you, if that is agreeable. 

Senator Srennis. It is entirely agreeable, Mr. Secretary. We are 
gald to know that you do have a prepared statement and we will be 
glad to hear from you. 

Secretary Dovetas. I am happy to appear in support of the Depart- 
ment of the Air Force military construction program for fiscal year 
1960. 

In view of the action of the Committee on Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives in not favorably considering certain items 
in the Air Force military construction program, we have carefully 
reexamined the program data submitted to the House Appropriations 
Committee for these items. 

I shall confine my remarks to general observations on the House 
action and together with other Air Force representatives who are with f 
me here today will be glad to furnish any additional details or answer 
any questions that the committee may desire. 


HOUSE ACTION 


The House of Representatives Appropriations Committee action has 
provided a total approved program of $756,616,600 for the Regular 
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Air Force as compared with the original request of $898,068,000, or a 
total reduction of $141,451,400. 

Of the total reduction, $23,545,000 represents funding for the 
SENTRY-MIDAS program for which the House Appropriations 
Committee proposes to appropriate funds for ARPA. 

Accordingly the Air Force does not reclama this item on the basis 
that funds will be available for the SENTRY-MIDAS program. 

Of the remainder of the reduction, amounting on that to $117,906,400 
the oo of the Air Force accepts reductions totaling $28,- 
139,200. 

You see, —wesian these reductions which are accepted relate to— 

Senator Stennis. Senator Saltonstall has a procedural question. 

Senator Satronstatt. I don’t want to interrupt you except to ask 
this: You make the statement “for which the House Appropriations 
Committee proposes to appropriate funds for ARPA”. 

What appropriation bill will that come under? 

Secretary Dove.as. It is in the same bill. 

Senator Satronstatu. Thank you. 


REDUCTIONS ACCEPTED 


Secretary Dovatas. These reductions that I referred to totaling 
about $28 million which are accepted relate to (1) revised require- 
ments of the revised air defense plan which account for $24.3 million, 
and (2) reductions in dollar requirements to compensate for cer- 
tain reductions in authorizations which amount to approximately 
$3.8 million. 


RESTORATION REQUESTED 


The remainder of the reduction made by the House Appropriations 
Committee amounting to $89,767,200, would preclude construction of 
items urgently required by the Air Force and would seriously affect 
the overall Air Force program. 

The Department of the Air Force is therefore requesting the 
restoration of this amount. 


AIR NATIONAL GUARD REDUCTION 


The Air National Guard fiscal year 1960 budget estimates also has 
been reduced by action of the House Appropriations Committee 
amounting to $89,767,200 would preclude construction of items ur- 


_ gently required by the Air Force and would seriously affect the over- 


all Air Force program. The Department of the Air Force is there- 
fore requesting the restoration of this amount. 

The Air National Guard fiscal year 1960 budget estimate also has 
been reduced by action of the House Appropriations Committee from 
$17 million to $16,440,000 or a net reduction of $560,000. The De- 
partment of the Air Force likewise is requesting restoration of this 
amount. 

METHOD OF DEVELOPING PROGRAM 


Before highlights of the Air Force reclama are presented, the 
committee should be fully informed as to the detailed, thorough, and 
comprehensive manner in which the fiscal year 1960 military con- 
struction program was developed and prepared in order that appro- 


_ priate consideration be given the reclama. 
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First, the requirement for military construction is generated by the 
urgent need to support our operating forces and to povide these forces 
with the kind of facilities so urgently needed to carry out the assigned 
mission. These facilities are not available now and can only be pro- 
vided through approval of the military construction program. 


SCREENING AND REVIEW OF PROGRAM 


Second, the military construction budget program for fiscal year 
1960 which has been presented to this committee has been subjected 
to a continuous and complete screening and review process not only 
at base and command levels (where the requirements to carry out the 
assigned mission and program are initially determined), but also at the 
Headquarters, Department of the Air Force, in Washington. 

In addition, this program has been reviewed in detail by the Office 
of Secretary of Defense and Bureau of the Budget. 

Third, thorough and detailed reviews have also been made of this 
i gh by the Armed Services Committees of both the House and 

enate. The reclama which we will present to you is in accordance 
with and implements actions taken by the Senate and House Armed 
Services Committees which were approved by the Congress and the 
President in the fiscal year 1960 authorization act. 

Turning now to the highlights of our reclama, I would like to dis- 
cuss briefly each of the areas affected by the House report. 


CoMBAT OPERATIONS CENTER—MarcH AFB 


The March AFB Combat Operations Center is a highly essential 
item to the effective control of the SAC strike force. 

It complements the facilities constructed at the cost of hundreds of 
millions of dollars to disperse and alert the SAC force. 

From our detailed study and consideration of the entire need for this 
facility, we are convinced that a hardened facility is the most effective 
method of assuring survival of the command control. 


RESTORATION REQUESTED 


It is appropriate that this be one of the first defense facilities to be 
hardened. We therefore request restoration of the $5,651,000 required 
for this purpose. 

SAC ArRcRaAFT MAINTENANCE 


Funds in the amount of $5,922,000 were denied for Strategic Air- 
Command maintenance facilities at 11 bases. The Appropriations 
Committee of the House was not convinced of the economy of con- 
structing these facilities. The committee also questioned whether 
maximum use is being made of maintenance facilities already con- 
structed. 

When it was decided to disperse the SAC force, it was considered 
that the maintenance facilities at the home bases could continue to be 
used by flying the aircraft to those bases for maintenance. 

It has since been determined that maintenance of aircraft at their 
assigned station would provide increased operational capability and 
substantial savings in procurement of aircraft engines and in annual 
operating costs including fuel, oil, temporary duty travel and 
transportation. 
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I might say that this item has to do largely with the new dispersal 
bases for the B-52’s. It is a fact that when we first planned dis- 
persal, we thought that we would do almost all the heavy maintenance 
at the principal bases that had been wing bases for heavy bombard- 
ment aircraft. 

As we have got further into the problem, we are satisfied that for 
the squadrons of B-52’s we need more maintenance facilities at the 
squadron bases than had originally been planned. 

Now I believe that this $6 million pretty well completes the mainte- 
nance facility requirements at the 22 dispersal bases presently author- 
ized, so it is pretty clear that when we are talking about another 
$6 million to make effective 33 squadrons of aircraft that have a 
program cost of over $8 million apiece, it is pretty important to make 
that kind of expenditure. 

It is true that by going to the dispersed maintenance concept and 
by building the additional facilities requested at the satellite base, the 
Air Force may release some space at home bases for other purposes. 

However, the cost of the new facility and the release of additional 
space is far outweighed by the operating economies and the increased 
readiness of the strategic force. 

We, therefore, recommend the restoration of funds for these 
facilities. 

MACE MISssILE 


The House committee deleted all funds for the construction of 
facilities for the MACE missile at oversea locations. Although no 
reason was given, the action no doubt was related to the earlier action 
taken on procurement of the MACE missile in the regular appropri- 
ations for the Department of the Air Force. 

The position of the Air Force is that this weapon will be procured 
and the deployment will be accomplished in the areas for which 
construction was requested in this bill. 

The MACE is a versatile, all-weather missile that cruises at high 
subsonic speeds at altitudes variable from very high to very low. 
The Air Force is programing for the use of MACE since this weapon 
system will provide a significant all-weather capability to comple- 
ment our tactical bomber and tactical fighter forces. 

In view of the proximity to potential enemy offensive weapons it 
is essential that MACE be capable of launch after being attacked. 

Our planned introduction of this weapon will provide an early 


| deterrent force with a relatively modest additional investment. 


AMOUNT REQUESTED 


The facilities requested in this bill are essential for the operation of 
the missile forces and restoration of $16,301,000 is requested. 
You will remember that $127 million for the MACE procurement 


_ program was taken out of the bill by the House, and it was not re- 


stored. But the Senate did provide language that was permissive to 


_ the a Force to continue this program to the extent that was prac- 
- tical. 


Certainly the program will have to be continued on a substantially 


reduced basis, but we are very anxious still to accomplish two deploy- 


ments of the missile, and it still appears that some NATO countries 
will be actively interested in acquiring the MACE. 
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Senator Stennis. Mr. Secretary, would you mind being interrupted 
for a few brief questions by Senator Saltonstall at this point. 

Senator Sarronstau. I thank the Chair. 

Mr. Secretary, the reason I am asking you a question on this was it 
is my memory of the a that we left the MACE to the discre- 
tion of the Secretary of Defense as to whether to go forward with it 
or not, because both branches left out the MACE. 

Now I would be uncertain as to how we could authorize construc- 
tion for the MACE when we don’t know whether the Secretary is 
going to continue it or not. 

Now if he were going to continue it, it seems to me he should come 
forward in either a deficiency bill or a supplementary bill next year 
for its construction. 

If my memory is right I don’t see how we would have authority. 

. Secretary Doverias. You could pape or we could request an ex- 
pression of the Secretary as to his desires on this item. You could 
also make available this $16 million item only for this purpose, al- 
though to do any reprograming, we have to return to you anyhow. 
~ So it would seem to me that there was no real disadvantage in put- 
ting it in. 

ator SatronsTaLu. As one individual, I don’t see how I would 
be rary after sitting on that conference to put it in affirmatively 
in this bill. 

Now if the Secretary of Defense, for instance, wrote us a letter, 
wrote Senator Stennis a letter stating that he was definitely going 
to go ahead with the MACE in blank amount of money, and that he 
needed this money that was in the MACE, then we might have a 
justification for doing it. 

Secretary Dovetas. I see no objection to asking the Secretary of 
Defense to express himself on this. I will be glad to do that. 

Senator Stennis. It certainly would help us, if he is in a position 
todoitnow. That will just clear the way, and we will know where we 
are. Otherwise we will have to consider some circuitous route of 
some kind. 

(The letter referred to appears on p. 937.) 


HOsPITALs 


Secretary Dovetas. I shall refer next to hospitals. 
~The committee deleted our request for funds to construct five 
hospitals on the following grounds: 


REASONS FOR HOUSE DELETION 


(1) A higher average cost than is required to construct.a civilian 
hospital; (2) failure to appraise the real size and scope of the indi- 
vidual hospital; and (3) inclusion of costs for construction of mobili- 
zation requirements in excess of those required for current troop 
strengths. 


CONDITION OF FIVE HOSPITALS 


Our reclama treats each of these aspects in considerable detail for 
each hospital involved and justifies the restoration of funds for their 
construction. I would like to emphasize that the need for each of 
these hospitals has been definitely established. Of specific note, the 
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existing hospital at Clark AFB is in a very deplorable state where 
economical rehabilitation is out of the question. 

A similar condition exists at Sheppard and George AFB’s. At 
Grand Forks and Clinton County AF'B’s, there are no hospital facili- 
ties nor are there adequate hospital facilities within the community 
to serve these bases. 

We strongly urge the restoration of $16,043,800 for the five hospitals. 

When I was in the Philippines a year ago last May I was shocked 
by the condition of the hospital at Ci lark. It is my recollection that 
a week or two before I was there, the ceiling of the operating room 
had fallen down, and it was that kind of trouble that they were 
facing constantly. 

I thought that I might have been convincing a year ago as to the 
need for this hospital, “but that didn’t prove to be the case. 

One of the important things about the hospital is that it serves 
Army, Navy, and State Department personnel as well as Air Force 
personnel stationed pretty well all over southeast Asia, and it serves 
a great many people who can’t get the same kind of care anywhere else. 


COSTS OF HOSPITALS QUESTIONED 


Senator Stennis. Mr. Secretary, I don’t think you would have much 
trouble convincing the group of the necessity of the hospitals. You 
just haven’t convinced—speaking for myself—you just haven’t. con- 
vinced me of the necessity of that much money for a hospital. We 
raised that point in the authorization bill and took them out of the 
authorization bill entirely. 

As I told the Army and the Navy already, instead of getting some 
cooperation from the services, we didn’t get anything before we went 
to conference. We called for that several times but no one ever of- 
fered a lower figure. 

Secretary Dovatas. I think that we can go into the detail of prices. 

Senator Srennis. We found some figures that were a modest re- 
duction, so we went on and agreed to those in conference, But I don’t 
think any one of the services has ever tackled the real problem of 
getting a little more austerity into the hospital program. 

T am just speaking for myself. I don’t approve of these high fig- 
ures, they are so much out of line, and I am going to keep on ‘trying 
todo something about it. 

Secretary Dovetas. I have been into this question so many times 
in the past, and I perhaps have indicated a Scotch background my- 
self with respect:to some of the hospital plans. 

There was a time when we were inclined to build a 200-bed hospital 
on a 300-bed chassis. This we have now eliminated. 

Senator Stennis. Yes. 

Secretary Douctas. We certainly produce, when we build a new hos- 
pital, a very fine facility, and I think that the difference between what 
might be called austerity and an outstandingly fine facility is likely 
over a reasonable period of time to pay off in the pride that the per- 
sonnel service take in the case that they get at one of our hospitals. 

When we get into items, we will be glad to spell out foot by foot 
and dollar by dollar. 
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Senator Srennis. I think it has been spelled out already several 
times for this year before the other committee, but there is just too 
much difference in cost it seems to me between yours and the average 
one for civilians. 

I know there is a difference in their scope of service and all. That 
is my objection to the hospital items. It is not the hospital itself. As 
I said, I was really disappointed that we did not get some help from 
the Air Force. 

Secretary Dovctas. I didn’t realize that this had come up in the 
authorization conference. 

Senator Stennis. They just didn’t tell you, because our clerk called 
over there several times asking for some cooperation in getting these 
figures down some, you see. 

Secretary Doueias, General Minton, I think, would like to com- 
ment on this, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Stennis. Suppose we just defer it until we get to those 
items, because there is no use arguing about it. If you haven’t got 
some new figures, you can just say so and that is it. 

Mr. Gartock. The figures we are requesting today are in accordance 
with the lower amounts included in the authorization. 


BED-CHASSIS RATIO 


Senator Stennis. I know that. The Secretary mentioned the 200- 
bed hospital on a 300-bed unit that you had. I didn’t know a thing in 
the world about the subject, but I never did believe that was sound, 
but I went along with it in deference on that to the judgment of the 


services. 

Secretary Dovetas. That hospital, of course, is a better 

Senator Stennis. Now this year during these hearings they finally 
got around and told us “Hereafter we are not going to build any on 
that basis. But we have a few plans already made and we want to 
use those.” So to be frank about it, that is about the basis we could 
have for the authorization committee to operate on—those reduc- 
tions due to that change in plan. 

I don’t want to belabor it, but I just want to call your attention to 
what is really holding up your hospital program, from my viewpoint. 

You have got other important matters here and we want to hear 
you on all of them. 

AtR DEFENSE FACILITIES 


Secretary Doveras. Air defense facilities. 

The House committee for air defense facilities 
at Webb AFB and Davis-Monthan AFB based on their reluctance to 
accept the existence of a threat from a southerly direction. 


WEBB AND Davis-MONTHAN BASES 


JCS/NORAD and the Department of Air Force consider this 
threat real and definite. The facilities requested are essential to the 
support of Century-series aircraft which should be put in place as 
soon as possible. 

There is a very real question of judgment as to how large a fighter 
force should be distributed on the perimeter of the Southwestern and 
Southern and Southeastern States. 
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You will remember that Bomarc facilities were originally scheduled 
to be in this area. That is no longer the case. And the distribution 
of single fighter squadrons is much smaller than was recommended 
by the Air Defense Command in operations of the Air Force 2 and 3 
years ago. 

~ The number of squadrons across the South, I think the total is seven 
squadrons, and I think that we have reached a pretty good minimum 
level for interceptor operation in that area. 







































BOMARC DEPLOYMENT 


Five hundred and fifty-five thousand and four hundred dollars for 
Duluth was deleted based on the committee’s policy that no addi- 
tional funds be approved for BOMARC installations on the northern 

eriphery until the entire plan for deployment of missiles in this area 
been established. 

The plan for deployment of missiles in this area has been considered 
as a part of the revised plan for Air Defense which was previously 
presented to your committee and includes the location in question. 
Also, so far as Duluth is concerned, construction already is underway 
on the BOMARC site with funds provided in fiscal year 1959. 

Therefore, funds for these facilities should be restored. 

It is my understanding that insofar as any question has been raised 
with respect to changing locations for BOMARC deployment in the 
western area, it is with respect to a narrow area that starts quite some 
distance west of Duluth and goes to the mountains. 
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MASTER PLAN 


Senator Satronsraty. I don’t want to belabor the point. There 
again we are in the Secretary of Defense’s master plan. 

It seems to me that we ought to get a letter from the Secretary or 
include in his letter—if you are going to get it on this other matter 
that I suggested on the MACE—these BOMARC sites that you are 
advocating here—— 

Secretary Dovexas. There is only one, Duluth, and it is already 
under construction, Senator. 

Senator Stennis. Is it in the master plan ? 

Secretary Dove.as. Yes. 

Senator Srennis. This is evidently a mistake on the part of the 
House in checking the bases. 

Secretary Dovaias. No question about that. 

Senator Stennis. You think they made a mistake? 

Secretary Douatas. I think it was a mistake. 
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RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT FACILITIES 


The House committee deleted $1,366,000 for the Propulsion Labora- 
tory (Components), Wright-Patterson AFB, on the basis that it was 
not satisfied that a thorough study has been made of existing govern- 
mental or private facilities. 
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NO REQUEST FOR PROPULSION LABORATORY 


In reviewing this closely this morning and in the light of action 
that has been taken with respect to our high-energy fuel program, I 
would delete this from our reclama as this propulsion laboratory 
was proposed and planned almost wholly for the purpose of the high- 
energy fuel program. 

The committee also made a total reduction of $2,092,000 for the 
Professional Research Library and the Solid Physics Electronics 
Laboratory at the Air Force Cambrid Research Center and stated 
that (1) it is believed that existing facilities are adequate to meet 
library needs and (2) a detailed study should be made of existing 
Federal Government and civilian facilities prior to construction of 
the solid physics laboratory. 

With reference to the Propulsion Laboratory, the Air Force thor- 
oughly evaluated both existing capability and announced plans for 
ae facilities for both governmental and private industry in the 

ation. 

It has been determined that this laboratory will not duplicate either 
existing or planned facilities. 


PROFESSIONAL LIBRARY 


With reference to the Professional Library, present library facili- 
ties and their arrangement make it virtually impossible for technical 
personnel to utilize literally thousands of volumes and scientific re- 
ports which currently are either in dead storage or warehouse space 


at other locations. 
Restoration of only $500,000 of the $806,000 is requested in conso- 
hance with the recent authorization bill. 


ELECTRONICS LABORATORY 


With reference to the Electronics Laboratory, the Air Force has 
determined that although there are other agencies working on various 
facets of solid state physics, none of the known industrial, educa- 
tional, or governmental laboratories have the broad scope of capability 
that will be available in this physics laboratory. 

Wetherefore recommend full restoration of the funds in the amount 
of $2,652,000 for the Electronics Laboratory and $500,000 for the 
research laboratory. 

Senator Stennis. Your statement says you recommend $2.6 million 
for the Propulsion Laboratory. 

Secretary Dovatas. $1,366,000 was deleted, and I am not asking 
that that go back. This is a result of action that was taken only in 
the last few days with regard to this program. 

Tam able to reconcile the $2,652,000 figure by subtracting from that 
figure the $1,366,000 that is for the Propulsion Laboratory, because 
the $2,652,000 includes both. So that all the funds that were in for 
the Electronics Laboratory and $500,000 for the research laboratory 
are requested. Is that clear? 

Senator Stennis. I supose it will work out. 

Secretary Dovetas. Then I will doa little better. 
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Senator Satronsraty. You want the money for the library and 
the laboratory at Hanscom Field in Bedford, Mass., but you don’t 
want the money for the Propulsion Laboratory at Wright Field? 

Secretary Douetas. That’s correct. 

Senator Stennis. So you subtract $1,366,000 ? 

Secretary Dovetas. at we need is $1,286,000 for the solid phys- 
ics Electronics Laboratory at the Cambridge Research Center. 

Senator Stennis. That is the total amount you are asking for. 


TOTAL REQUEST 


Secretary Doveras. The figure which was stated at $2,652,000 in- 
cluded the two facilities. We are also asking for the $500,000 for the 
library. 

Senator Stennis. All right, Mr. Clerk, you get that figure. 

Do you want to say anything more about the need for it? 


SOLID STATE PHYSICS LABORATORY 


Secretary Dovexas. As to the solid state physics laboratory, I in- 
quired this morning from the Assistant Secretary for Research and 
Development, Dr. Charick, who has been very active in Air Force 
programs really for several years, although he has been in his present 
post only a few months. He was scientific adviser to the Chief of 
Staff, and with respect to the solid physics laboratory at Cambridge, 
he said he personally regarded it as of increasing importance and a 
facility that we should make every effort to provide. 


GROUND POWERED EQUIPMENT SHOPS 


Funds in the amount of $2,481,000 were denied for the construction 
of shop facilities for ground powered equipment at 13 locations 
within the Air Force. Restoration of this amount is requested. The 
committee questioned the validity of the requirements, particularly 
the size of the requested buildings and the maximum utilization of 
existing facilities, 

The lack of these facilities has been of increasing concern to the 
Air Force. As each new aircraft comes into the inventory, the re- 
quirement consistently increases for ground powered equipment in 
both numbers and complexity. 

At the same time our investment in this equipment mounts con- 
siderably. 

For example, where SAC and Air Defense units are located on the 
same base, the ground powered equipment investment is approxi- 
mately $6 million. 

This expensive equipment must be adequately maintained and 
sheltered. The size of the requested structures in each case was based 
on established Air Force criteria which consider the number of pieces 
of equipment which will be assigned to the using organizations. 
Conversion of existing facilities was also suggested. 

Often we find that existing structures are not suitable for con- 
version or would cost as much or more to convert than to build a 
new facility. 
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New facilities have been requested in this program only where no 
facilities are available—either on new bases, where additional mis- 
sions have been assigned to new bases—or where existing facilities are 
inadequate. 

I think when we get into these items, we will spell out the rather 
amazing increase in the number of power vehicles and power units 
that are required as we move into more complicated aircraft. 

For instance, I might just say now that 15 B-52’s which is just a 
squadron, require 159 different power units, 45 B-47’s, 3 times the 
number of aircraft, require 231 power units. Forty-five B-58’s would 
require 250 power units. When you go from the F-86’s, for instance 
to an F-106, my recollection is that you more than double the number 
of power units. 

enator Srennis. What do you mean by power units? I don’t 
have an understanding of things of that nature. 

Secretary Dovuetas. Here is a list. We have the kind of figures 
here that I was referring to. 


NEED FOR EQUIPMENT SHOPS 


The equipment that we want to provide shop facilities for and also 
cover are motor generators, engine generators, hydraulic test stand- 
ards, hydraulic test standards for electrical equipment, air condi- 
tioners, both gas and electric, air compressors for starting jet engines, 
electric heaters to keep an airplane in an alert status, diesel power 
units and power supply for alert starting. 

Senator Stennis. You are talking about shops? 

Secretary Doveias. Yes, shops for this equipment. I also said that 
I thought the number of such units required per squadron for F-86’s 
was probably about half what was required for F-106’s. I find the 
figure is 4 units for the F-86 and 125 units for the F-106. We have 
a number of pictures of servicing units and testing units here some 
of which cost $100,000. 


U.S. Arm Force INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY 


The House committee denied funds for the academic facility at 
Wright-Patterson AFB, for which $7,400,000 was requested. In mak- 
ing this reduction the committee referred to the Army and Navy use 
of civilian institutions for the training of comptrollers and the com- 
mittee felt that careful consideration had not been given all facets of 
the problem. 


OFFICERS IN TRAINING 


The committee has apparently overlooked the fact that although 20 
officers are trained in applied comptrollership at the institute, there 
are a total of 495 personnel programed for training in the resident 
program at the institute. 

At the same time as these 20 officers are being offered graduate 
training in residence, there are 226 officers taking management courses 
in civilian institutions. 

That is in the comptroller, showing that we are giving training to 
10 times as many comptrollers in private institutions. In the same 
sense while the institute’s resident program has 495 personnel, a total 
of 4,464 Air Force personnel will be trained in civilian institutions. 
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These students will be pursuing courses of study in biological and 
physical sciences, engineering, foreign languages, medical sciences, 
and meteorology at colleges and universities throughout the country. 

The graduate school of engineering is urgently needed as the Air 
Force is concerned with engineering of weapons including study of 
such subject matter as terminal ballistics, and radiological warfare, 
which often have no civil counterpart. 

In addition, the Air Force has and will have at the Wright Air 
Development Center, facilities for research unmatched in most civilian 
institutions. 

We therefore request restoration of funds for this facility. 


VALUE OF INSTITUTE 


After discussing this matter this morning, and recognizing that the 
funds for the institute of technology have not established in the minds 
of Congress a high enough priority to be included in the program now 
I think for 2 years, I suggested that it might be realistic for us to try 
to do better than $7,400,000, and I would be entirely pleased to see 
this item go in at $5 million. 

I think that the institute, which in its undergraduate courses it is 
accredited by the engineering council plays a very important part in 
making available to Air Force officers just the things that we want to 
have them take. 

It is often quite difficult to get the combination that for any other 
purpose would be perhaps inappropriate at ‘a civilian institution. 

Senator Sauronstaty. This would correspond in the Air Force to 
say the Navy College at Newport, for instance, for advanced studies 
in Navy courses? 

Secretary Dovetas. That is not my understanding. My under- 
standing was that the Newport Navy College is a college in strategy. 
I thought it was the Navy War College. 

Senator Sattronstauu. That is what it is as I understand it. 

Secretary Doveras. No, this is not that. This is truly a technical 


school, and would be I would think, more comparable to the Navy 


school at Monterey, although I am not really familiar with the Navy 
school at Monterey. 

Senator SattonsTa.u. It is to study advanced subjects to make an 
Air Force officer as capable as possible, or is it for technical—— 


INSTRUCTORS AND COURSES 


Secretary Dovetas. These are scientific and technical subjects, and 
we give both courses that are appropriate to holders of engineering 
degrees, and we also give courses that would be undergraduate 
courses in an engineering school. 

Senator SatronsraLL. Where would you get the teachers? Where 
would you get the professors? 

Secretary Dovetas. They are almost entirely Air Force officers. 
There are some civil service, however. 

Senator SatronstaL.. How long are the courses? 

Secretary Doves. The courses run up to 2 years. 

Senator Satronstay. Essentially then it is establishing a new 
graduate school. That is what it is? 
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Secretary Dovexas. No, this has all been in existence for years. 
There is nothing new. There has been an institute out there on tech- 
nical aeronautical subjects for nearly 40 years apparently. 

‘What we have been seeking to do is to aes a modern and satis- 
factory academic building for the school. Obviously the proposal is 
quite ambitious in improving facilities that have been there, and I 
suggest that I would like to see $5 million approved for this purpose. 


TOTAL PERSONNEL IN STUDY PROGRAMS 


Senator Stennis. You say in the same sense while the institute’s 
resident program—that is the program you have had in effect in some 
degree for 40 years, it has 495 personnel, that is as of now? 

Secretary Doveias. That is the present yom ea 

_ Senator Stennis. And a total of 4,464 Air Force personnel will be 
trained in civilian institutions. Do you mean you have that many 
now stationed around in civilian institutions ? 

Secretary Doveras. I am not sure whether all of them are in resi- 
dence at civil schools or not. 

They are there at some time during the year. Some of the courses 
that’ they would be taking would be courses of a limited number of 
weeks. 

Senator Stennis. Now, in answer to Senator Saltonstall, you are 
not proposing a new school for this nor a new program. You largely 
just want to get a suitable building for the program that you already 
have. 

Secretary Douctas. This is to provide proper equipment for a long- 
established program. 


OVERSEAS COMMUNITY SUPPORT 


“Funds amounting to $1,026,000 for community support facilities in 
remote overseas areas were deleted on the grounds that, existing 
facilitiés are adequate to meet theater requirements. 

_ Also the committee doubts the wisdom of the policy of constructing 
family housing and other dependents’ facilities in critical overseas 
locations. 

We must not have made our point clear on the types of personnel 
who occupy these stations. These people are highly trained 
specialists. 

DURATION OF FOREIGN SERVICE 


- I could agree that it would be desirable to have short tours abroad 
and avoid the expense of housing and other facilities, except for the 
fact. that these people are very hard to come by, and we can’t use them 
in the capacities for which they have been trained in the United 
States. So it becomes immensely important if possible to keep them 
on their stations abroad for more than a single year. 

The only way we can do this is to make some provision for de- 
pendents, even if the provision is very simple. 

The training of these specialists is naturally expensive, and their 
value is realized only when assigned to duty in overseas areas. 

Since there is no appreciable demand for this activity in the United 
States, their skills are generally lost when they return. Therefore, 
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it is imperative that we make their overseas tours as long as possible 
and as agreeable as possible. To extend their tours overseas we must 
permit dependents to accompany them. 

Therefore family housing is required together with the support 
facilities thereto. 

We do believe that a modest increment in these facilities to support 
dependents at particular stations abroad is very important. 


UNIDENTIFIED Cost REDUCTIONS 


The committee reduced the following programs without identifying 
areas where reductions have been made: 
Alaskan Air Command, Troposcatter 
Andrews AFB, base total 
R. I. Bong AFB, base total 


ALASKAN AIR COMMAND 


The Alaskan Air Command Troposcatter request will provide a 
link in the high-speed communication system in one of the most re- 
mote areas in Alaska. This vital communications link will be delayed 
if adequate funds are not provided. 


ANDREWS AFB 


For Andrews AFB we request restoration of $3,020,000 which is in 
agreement with the currently approved authorization. The request for 
construction at this base was presented by line item with costs based 
upon engineering studies and costs of similar construction. 


RB. I. BONG AFB 


However, reductions by the House were not specific. Similarly, 
reductions for R. I. Bong AFB were not identified by the House 
report. 

Our request for funds for this base were likewise presented by 
line item with costs based upon engineering studies and costs of 
similar construction. 

We, therefore, request full restoration of the funds for the Alaskan 
Air Command Troposcatter and the R. I. Bong programs, and 
$3,020,000 for the Andrews AFB program. 

It is my understanding that the funds for Andrews are almost 
entirely related to building and building Andrews up to take over the 
Bolling Field load that we propose to move out of Bolling. 


BOLLING MOVE TO ANDREWS AFB 


Senator Stennis. Right on that point, I was asked on the floor 
during the presentation of the authorization bill, what it was going to 
cost to move Bolling out to Andrews, that is what was the cost of the: 
new construction and the Andrews cost due to the moving of Bolling. 
I didn’t know the answer, and was amazed to have someone else tell 
me in round numbers $75 million. 


42550—59——50 
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Secretary Doveias. General Minton says the estimate of Air Force 
expenditures is about $40 million and that does not include the Navy 
expenditure. 

enator Srennis. I was just hoping that was wrong, even if it did 
include both. But this $40 million, is that the complete wrapped up 
job, General ? 

General Minton. That is substantially complete, yes. That plus the 
Navy’s money will handle about 526 aircraft, 360 of them I believe 
will be Air Force and 145 Navy aircraft. It is a very large complement 
of aircraft. 

Senator Stennis. I just couldn’t believe it would be $75 million. I 
didn’t have much of a chance to follow it up. This amount deleted, 
wasn’t that for a second runway of some kind that the House took out ? 


IDENTITY OF DELETED AMOUNT 


Mr. Gartock. They didn’t identify the items at all in the report. 

Secretary Douetas. I would say one thing. General Minton sup- 
ports my thought, and that is that it probably is not accurate to 
charge the actual full $40 million estimated figure to the move from 
Bolling. This is the Andrews program from 1958 on, I think, and 
some of it is due to expansion and is for activities that would have 
been supported anyhow even if Bolling were to continue. Also the 
MATS move from Washington National is included. It is a little 
hard to make an absolutely clean-cut division. 

Senator Stennis. That is encouraging. I don’t know where that 
figure came from. 

TECHNICAL TRAINING FACILITIES 


Secretary Dovatas. A total of $2,226,000 was deleted for two tech- 
nical training facilities proposed for Lackland and Amarillo Air 
Force Bases in the belief that existing facilities at these and other 
training facilities are sufficient to meet these requirements. 


CRYPTOGRAPHIC SCHOOL 


The facilities for the cryptographic school at Lackland are com- 
letely inadequate. The school consists of 15 one-story World War IT 
arracks. The temperature in the classrooms, for example, frequently 

exceeds 100 degrees in the summer caused by both the outside tempera- 
ture and the heat generated by the equipment. 

Moreover the high temperatures under which the equipment now 
operates results in frequent failures. Thus the facilities currently 
occupied by the school are not conducive to effective or efficient 
learning. 

The facility at Amarillo is to provide for training in airframe 
repair. This course is currently being conducted in an open hangar 
area which cannot accommodate the heavy power equipment required 
in the laboratory portion of the course. 

Moreover, the hangar space presently occupied is urgently required 
for expansion of current and projected aircraft and missile courses. 
No other ATC facility can accommodate the airframe repair course. 
Restoration of the full amount for these two facilities, is therefore 
requested. 
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MINOR CONSTRUCTION 


The House committee reduced the minor construction program by 
$3 million without a stated reason. The amount requested in fiscal 
year 1960 for minor construction is consistent with the level of project 
construction accomplished under this authority during the past sev- 
eral years. 

Projects financed under this program must survive an extremely 
critical and searching review. For example, projects in excess of 
$25,000 must be individually approved by the Secretary of the Air 
Force and projects in excess of $50,000 must be individually approved 
by the Secretary of Defense. 

It is further emphasized that projects approved under this pro- 
gram must be urgently required in the interest of national defense, 
and certified that they cannot await inclusion in subsequent military 
construction programs. 

A reduction in this program will seriously affect the capability to 
properly support the forces by the provision of these types of minor 
but urgently required facilities. 


RESTORATION REQUESTED 


Restoration of the $3 million reduction is requested. 

I think that the chairman is familiar with the fact that $17 million 
was the level requested and that this is substantially what has been 
obligated in fiscal Pad 1959. Also, this level is supported by our 


prior experience. 
under this authority. 

The proposed move of certain tactical units on the Continent and 
to England at present is a good example of the kind of requirement 
that we don’t foresee that arises during the year. 


nly projects under a total of $200,000 can be built 


Famiry Hovusine Support 


The House committee made reductions of $1 million for title VIII 
housing support and $500,000 for surplus commodity housing sup- 

ort programs. 

Although the Congress increased the authorized title VIII housing 
program from approximately 8,000 to 12,000 units, the House action 
proposes reduction of funds for the same program. 

This reduction will seriously affect efforts to provide housing re- 
quired and approved by the Congress. 

With reference to the surplus commodity housing program a con- 
siderable portion of the funds requested are to provide certain mate- 
rials and equipment that cannot be obtained with the local currencies 
of the countries concerned and is in addition to the normal dollar 
support required where foreign currencies are available. 


TITLE VIII HOUSING 


We therefore request full restoration of the funds for both the title 
VIII housing and surplus commodity housing programs. 

I might say that the additional 12,000 units under title VIII would 
bring the total Air Force program up to around 64,000 units. 

We certainly will not be able to support under the action taken a 
12,000-unit program in the coming year. 
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ACCESS ROADS 


Funds in the amount of $1 million were denied for access roads by 
the House committee. The committee also noted its concern with 
the increasing requirements for access roads and indicated that more 
effort should be made to obtain local assistance in funding these proj- 
ects, particularly those involving construction of interchanges. 

In the past several years a much larger amount of funds than those 
requested for this year was required to support the Air Force portion 
for financing access roads for normal operations. 

We therefore strongly recommend restoration of funds for this 
program. 

AVIATION MEDICINE CONSOLIDATION 


Secretary Doveuas. There was a total reduction of $4,102,000 affect- 
ing four facilities, three of which are located at Gunter AFB, and 
one at Wright-Patterson AFB on the basis that consolidation of the 
School of Aviation Medicine at a single location would obviate the 
need for the requested facilities. 

Actually there is no direct relationship between the activities carried 
on at Gunter and Wright-Patterson with that of the School of Avia- 
tion Medicine. 

That is being completed at Brooks Air Force Base in Texas. 

Whereas the School of Aviation Medicine is devoting its efforts to 
research activities, Gunter AFB is involved with medical technician 
training. 

Similarly, the function of the medical laboratory at Wright-Patter- 
son must be located at this base because the research and development 
to be pursued is in direct: support of the laboratories and weapon 
system project offices at this base. 

Not only would the consolidation of these activities prove costly 
but the added travel from a central location to Wright-Patterson AFB 
would dissipate the efforts of: the specialized personnel concerned. 
Restoration of the deleted amounts is therefore requested. 

This problem is not an easy problem to solve. At Wright-Patterson, 
for instance, we have always developed flying equipment, suits, oxygen 
masks, everything in the way of survival equipment that a pilot or a 
passenger in an aircraft might require. 

To experiment with such equipment, they have to have readily 
available certain techniques of aeromedicine. I think that we will 
never get all these activities much better centralized than they are 
today at three different. locations. 


Orrutt AFB RuNWAY AND RELATED ITEMS 


The House committee deleted a runway extension and related items 
at Offutt AFB based on high costs. These facilities are essential to 
the effective operation of the assigned tanker mission. This is not a 
newly assigned mission at this base. 

Although construction cost is recognized as high it still remains 
the most feasible method of obtaining maximum utilization of the 
tanker squadron. 

The reduced payloads necessitated by the short runway reduces 
B-52 range by over 300 NM. Failure to provide the operational 
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apron precludes effective alert. Furthermore relocation of the mis- 
sion elsewhere would actually be more costly. 

Asking how much more it would cost to find a suitable northern 
home for the tanker squadron, I was advised that the cost would be at 
least $20 million. 

You will remember the program that we have had of locating tanker 
squardons on the northern border of the United States, a suitable spot, 
and in a number of places we have been able to do this for very small 
expenditure. Actually the expenditure at Offutt is relatively small. 

Senator Stennis. How much did you say it would cost ? 

Secretary Dovenas. The extension of the runway costs about $3 
million. It is immensely expensive on a per foot basis, but to operate 
these tankers satisfactorily, particularly on hot summer days, you 
simply have to have an extension of this runway. I looked at this 
with a good deal of doubt until I tried to find another place to put the 
tanker squadron, and I believe that the expenditure although at a 
very high rate for the runway extension gives us an operational 
facility which we won’t have if we don’t lengthen the runway. 

Senator Stennis. I thought you undertook to give a figure as to 
what it would cost to put ite whines’ 

Secretary Doveras. Lengthening the runway I said is about $3 
million. 

COST OF RELOCATING RUNWAY 


Senator Stennis. But if you were going to put it somewhere else, 
didn’t you name a figure ? 

Secretary Dovetas. The best figure I could get was about $20 mil- 
lion for a tanker base. 

Mr. Gartock. You will remember a year ago we talked about 
converting the Brunswick Air Force Base into a tanker base. The 
price on that. was over $20 million. 

Senator Stennis. And you can convert.this and take care of these 
tankers here. with only the cost of this additional runway. 

Mr. Gartock. That is right. We have already invested about $6 
million in tanker facilities from prior years’ money and the runway 
itself is $3 million. 

HOUSE COMMENT 


Senator Sattonstat.. Now the House statement on page 99 of your 
details says: } 

“It was pointed out that the extension here was among the most 
costly ever proposed by the Air Force, and that existing military in- 
stallations should be used to meet the needs of the new mission pro- 
posed for this installation.” 

You have stated yourself that it is expensive but it is cheaper than 
going elsewhere, so I assume that that meets that argument. 


NEW MISSION FOR INSTALLATION 


Now what. is the new mission proposed for this installation, and 
does this interfere? What does the House mean by that? 

Secretary Dovctas. This must refer to the tankers. There is a 
tanker squadron there now, I believe, of KC-—135’s, but it isn’t satisfac- 
tory for operating purposes. 





788 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION APPROPRIATIONS, 1960 


Senator Satronsrauu. I don’t quite understand that yet, you say 
the tankers are here and they are operating out of this base but that 
you want this extension, which is expensive. What is the need of the 
new mission Eanes for this installation ? 

Secretary Dovaias. There is no new mission other than this tanker 
operation. 

Senator Srennis. Added mission is what they mean. 

Secretary Dovatas. I don’t think they have a full KC-135 squadron 
there, have they General Harrison ? 

General Harrison. Yes, but they must take off partially loaded. 

Senator Satronstatu. Then that sentence from the House as criti- 
cism is not an accurate criticism ? 

Secretary Doveuas. I would look at it that the mission of Offutt as 
a tanker base is a relatively new mission. 

Now it has not been used for tankers—I am not sure for how long. 
How long has Offutt been used by a tanker squadron ? 

Colonel Lites. Tankers were there in April, May, and June of 1959. 
How long before that they were there, I can’t answer. 

Secretary Doveras. The KC-97 could operate there I would say 
satisfactorily, but the 135 needs a somewhat longer runway. 

Senator SauronstaLy. Your answer to what the House says is that 
No. 1, it would be very much more expensive to move this some- 
where else, and No. 2, that this is not a new mission except as a change 
from the KC-97 to the KC-135. 

Secretary Dovetas. That is correct. 


OTHER OPERATIONAL AND SupporT FACILITIES 


A total of $4,335,000 in reductions was effected for nine other pro- 
posed facilities. In some instances, either no reason for such reduc- 
tion is offered, as, for example, the base warehouse at MacDill AFB, 
or the committee indicates that it sees no need for the facility, as, for 
example, the cafeteria and snack bar requested for Glasgow AFB or the 
powerplant requirements at three Alaskan Air Command facilities. 

Reclama statements have been submitted to your committee which 
treat each of these requirements in detail. 


Arr NATIONAL GUARD 


In addition to the reduction of funds for the Regular Air Force, the 
House committee recommended a reduction in the cost of construct- 
ing a hangar for the Reserve force at Hickam AFB to bring the cost 
into line with the recent cost experience of the military services in 
this area. 

Our reclama points out that (1) the estimates for this construction 
were revalidated as recently as July 20, 1959, by the Corps of Engi- 
neers, the construction agent; (2) the estimates are based on onsite 
conditions and are in line with current construction costs in the area; 
and (3) this facility is unique in that it will serve a multiple purpose 
which goes beyond that of a hangar as it is ordinarily conceived, and 
oe does not lend itself to comparison with other military type 

acilities. 
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HAWAII INTERCEPTOR SQUADRON 


The restoration of $560,000 will make the Air National Guard 
mission more effective. 

I might say that in Hawaii the Air National Guard interceptor 
squadron is the only interceptor squadron that we have. 

Senator Stennis. You mean the one at Hickam? 

Secretary Doveras. Yes. 

Mr. Chairman, this concludes my statement. 

Senator Stennis. I certainly have a good impression, you have a 
good statement. It has been very interesting to listen to it. I want 
to ask just a very few questions. 


DISPERSAL PROGRAM 


On page 4 of your statement you refer to the dispersal program 
on SAC and the use of the home base to have maintenance facilities. 
You say this will complete your program there, $5,922,000, that that 
will complete your program ? 

Secretary Dove.as. I understand it will substantially complete the 
program for maintenance facilities. 

Senator Stennis. At the four bases? 

Secretary Dovetas. At I think 22 squadron bases. This says at 11 
bases. I take it we have financed maintenance facilities at the other 
bases before this. 

Senator Srennis. It doesn’t require a very large sum at each place 
to provide these facilities? 

Secretary Dovenas. No. 

Senator Stennis. What are they, shops? 

Secretary Doucias. We spent most of the money required for this 
program in 1959 and 1959 supplemental funds. 

Senator Stennis. Your program is almost complete on that item? 

Secretary Dovucuas. That is correct. 

Senator Stennis. So you are certain then this will complete this 
part of the program, the dispersal of maintenance? 

Secretary Doveras. I am sure that is correct. 

Senator Stennis. I don’t see where you could build very much on 
that many bases for $5.9 million. 

Secretary Doveras. A half million dollars a base will do quite a lot 
to supplement existing maintenance facilities, because at almost every 
base there are some maintenance facilities. 


GROUND POWERED EQUIPMENT SHOP 


Mr. Gartock. At Amarillo Air Force Base the shop for engine 
inspection and repair is only $275,000. 

That is an example of these small buildings that. we have got to add 
at dispersed bases. 

Senator Srennis. It has occurred to me that it does require a great 
number of additional shops for you gentleman, but the program is so 
near completed that it certainly gives a strong argument in itself. 

Mr. Gartock. It is a case of getting the maximum effective use out 
of $8 million airplanes, even if you do have a little lower utilization 
of some shop space back at some other base. 

The big investment is in the airplanes. Keeping them in opera- 
tional status is very important. 
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AIR DEFENSE FACILITIES AT WEBB AND DAVIS-MONTHAN 


Senator Stennis. This item on page 6, I wanted to ask a little about 
it. Of course you can take it up further in the staff presentation, but 
the House committee deleted $2,081,000 for air defense facilities at 
Webb and Davis-Monthan. I went through a great number of the 
hearings this year about this air defense and all the testimony about 
the different ground-to-air missiles. I wound up believing that the 
old fighter might be the best thing we had after all. I don’t know. 

Secretary Dovexas. It is perfectly clear that for the time being we 
have to rely very largely on the fighter interceptors, sir. 

Senator Stennis. We had all the proof about the perimeter defense 
and the borderline, the East and the West and the Canadian border. 

These locations down there at Webb and Davis-Monthan, they 
would have a range a long ways from there, wouldn’t they? How far 
do those fighters range from their place at the base? 


FIGHTER RANGE 


Secretary Dovatas. This depends a good deal on whether you state 
a range on a subsonic basis or the Pa of combat or dash at super- 
sonic speeds that you count in, and I think to some extent we try stil! 
to keep the ranges with the supersonic dash classified. 

We will be glad to give that to you. 

Senator Stennis. We will get into that later then. 

Senator Saltonstall, I have a few more questions, but I don’t want to 
takeall thetime. You proceed. 


LIMITATION LANGUAGE 


Senator Satronsta.u. I would just like to ask this, do you approve 
or does the Air Force approve of all the language of this bill? 

I have in mind particularly sections 113, which limits your North 
American Air Defense Command to $29 million, and your section 110, 
which limits your Air Force Academy to $139,797,000. Then there 
is a section in here about bakery and another section about family 
il I just want to make sure that the Air Force approved of 
that. 

Mr. Gartock. Most of those sections have been in the bill for sev- 
eral years, so we have learned how to live with them except for sections 
112 and 113. 

Now section 112 we don’t quite understand because we always buy 
our money from the Secretary of the Treasury. I assume that Mr. 
McNeil will take this question up with the committee if there is 
— problem for the Secretary of Defense. 

enator SattonstaLu. Then what about 113? 

Mr. Gartock. Section 113, limits the Norad HQS to $29 million. 
There is only $10 million in this bill, so we would not be near that 
limitation for quite some time. 

Senator Sattonstatu. So the only section then, in the Air Force 
that a Air Force would question of these general provisions is sec- 
tion 112. 

Mr. Gartock. That we just don’t quite understand, and we assume 
that the Secretary of Defense will make whatever statement is neces- 
sary to the committee on that subject. 
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Senator Satronstrauu. If the Secretary of Defense approves it then 
you — it? 

Mr. Gartock. I think as a fair approach to the problem. 

Senator Sautronsratu. Thank you. That is all I have, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Senator Stennis. Of course, gentlemen, you are going to present 
the line items, now. We want the proof on each one of these line 
items. And on this matter about those fighters, I want to know more 
about that as a general subject matter of fighters and their possibili- 
ties as well as just how it fits into your present program. 


HIGH-ENERGY FUELS PROGRAM 


I saw something in the paper or someone told me about an item in 
the paper this morning, something about a change in the F-108 I 
— it was, changing the program on the F-108. Did you see 
that ¢ 

Secretary Doveias. No, not in the paper but, the only reference 
that I think that could have been is a radio announcement I heard 
last night which referred to a postponement of the high energy 
fuels program with the suggestion that this would eliminate the pres- 
ent development of the J—93, I believe it is the Dash 5 engine, which 
would have been an engine that could use the high energy fuel. 

The J-93 is the engine scheduled but a different model for both 
the 108 and the B-70, and the engines for those airplanes are going 
along without change. 

I think that any suggestion that this affected the 108 was a mis- 
understanding. 

Senator Stennis. I am glad to hear that. 

Secretary Doucias. Would you like to have me stay while you go 
through the line items? I will . happy to do so. 

Senator Stennis. I don’t think we ought to ask you to stay. We 
will be glad to have you here of course, but I don’t think we ought 
to ask you to stay. 

Senator Satronsratu. I congratulate you upon the thoroughness 
with which the Air Force has gone into this whether we approve 
it all or not. 

Certainly you have given a lot of attention to it. 

Secretary Dovetas. Senator, we have taken a very careful look 
at it. Some of these problems don’t lend themselves to black and 
white answers. 

Ark Force INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY 


Senator Stennis. We thank you _ much. I want to ask one 
more question, on page 9 about your Air Force Institute of Tech- 
nology. This request has been denied, and I don’t know what we 
will do about it, but in conference we like to be fully informed. 

If this money is not included this year, would that crowd you 
out or would that stop any program you have now, or is it a matter 
you could carry on and get it later ? 

Secretary Doveras. The facts are we will continue to operate the 
Institute of Technology whether we get the money to build a new 
academic building or not. 

Senator Stennis. But you need this as a minimum of $5 million 
to carry out the program as it should be? 
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Secretary Doveras. On a long term basis we are in very real need 
of it at this time. 


R. I. BONG AIR FORCE BASE 


Senator Stennis. You will take up this matter of R. I. Bong Air 
Force Base? 

Secretary Dovaetas. That’s right, we have a detailed presentation 
on the House reduction. 

Senator Srennis. I didn’t understand that exactly, but we will 
pick that up. 

I believe that is all, and we thank you very much, sir, for your 
appearance here. 

ecretary Doveras. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Stennis. We certainly will give this the utmost considera- 
tion, sir. 

All right, let’s proceed if we may now with the details. 


SUCCESSFUL ATLAS SHOT 


Secretary Dovetas. Mr. Chairman, I understand that this after- 
noon we had a successful ATLAS shot, which is the third now after 
the difficulties we had. 

General Mryron. Mr. Chairman, as you know we have a very 
large number of line items pertaining to these shops, aircraft engine 
inspection ground powered equipment shops. 

As we have done in the past, with your committee, we would like 
to suggest that we take a few minutes to give you an overall presenta- 
tion of the concept involved in these shops which will cover each one 
of them as they come up. 

Colonel Stone from our maintenance division is prepared to give 
that presentation. 

Senator Stennis. All right, I think that is a very good way of 
presenting these matters. 

Mr. Rexroad mentions, gentlemen, that when you have finished, 
that you then give us the numbers and the items to which this refers, 
and he can then pull them out of his book and keep up with you. 
Otherwise there is an uncertainty here. 

General Minton. Yes, sir, we can. 

Senator Stennis. The House Committee, and I always speak def- 
erentially of them, as I know you do—did they deny most all of 
these maintenance shops? 

General Minton. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. On the ground that you had other facilities they 
thought you could use. 

All right, we are glad to have you here, gentlemen. 


POWERED GROUND EQUIPMENT SHOPS 


Colonel Stonz. Mr. Chairman, onions the subject of the pow- 
ered ground equipment shops, the House questions this with two 
reasons. 

First, they questioned the size of the facility and then they doubted 
the maximum use of our existing facilities. 

I would like to give you a little bit of the history here for a moment, 
sir. We go back in history and I am only speaking of a few years 
ago. 
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Our ground support equipment was very simple. We had air com- 
pressors that you tow along with your hand. We had electrical power 
units which produced only one type of power and then with a small 
output. We had hydraulic units with one hydraulic system at a low 
pressure. These types of small units we maintained over in our auto- 
motive shops, and they were very similar to automotive type of test 
equipment. 

But with the advent of SENTRY series fighters and with the high 
performance bombers, the whole thing changed complexion. The 
numbers of pieces of equipment greatly increased, as Secretary Doug- 
las mentioned. The size has increased. The cost has greatly increased, 
and all of these increases have been a result of the great increase in 
complexity. 

Often people do not recognize this increase in complexity. I would 
like to call to the attention of those concerned a few items regarding 
this complexity. 

Just as an example, today, we have in our ground support equipment 
gas turbine engines. This is the same kind of engine we have in 
aircraft. As you might see in these types of units here [pointing to 
chart]. This gas turbine engine is the only means which we have to 
start the F-100 and the B-52 aircraft. 

These aircraft do not have integral starting systems any more. 

Senator Stennis. What is that, you have an engine on the ground 
that you push up to it to start? 

Pulesek Srone. Yes; you have a picture there of the MAIA gas 


turbine compressor which was presented to you by the Secretary. 
This is a picture of the starting unit. This has a gas turbine in it. 


So we now need the same type of maintenance facilities or similar 
facilities as we have for maintenance of the aircraft. 

On the pictures that were passed to you, you will see the various 
costs of these various types of units. 

Consider a fighter interceptor of today. A fighter interceptor has 
the equivalent of a hundred radio sets and a hundred television sets 
in its radio and electronic systems. 


COMPLEXITY OF EQUIPMENT 


A large amount of power is required to run this number of units 
simultaneously in order to get a systems checkout, and we must get a 
complete systems checkout. So this is why our power unit cost is high. 
In hydraulic test standards where we used to have one system, stands 
today, like the MJ3 hydraulic test stand, have three simultaneous 
systems. 

When you use this test stand on an F-100 you have to run all three 
systems at the same time at 3,000 p.s.i. This chart, referred to by 
Secretary Douglas, shows you the types of aircraft and how the quan- 
tity of equipment has increased from sub-Sentry series into Sentry 
series aircraft, based on a squadron strength. 

These figures represent 18 aircraft. From 44 pieces for the F-86 
up to 125 for the F-106, which shows you the complexity of the 
equipment. 

Senator Stennis. Do you have these charts represented on a sheet 
of paper about the size of this? 

Colonel Strong. Yes, sir, you have it, sir. They are in the book. 
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Mr. Gippens. Page 16 is the first one, sir, page 9 rather. 
Senator Stennis. Very good. Pit 


FACILITY SIZE 


Colonel Stone. Another question raised by the Members of the 
House was on the size of our facility. 

Here we say that we base our facilities on the number and the com- 
plexity of equipment. We have in an Air Force manual here a criteria 
which we follow. In tabular form it states the number of units you 
have and the mission of the base which allows so many square feet 
of floor space for the particular unit. 

Each one of our requirements has been presented for funding based 
on an idividual review and not on round figures. 

Each one of them varies with the mission. We stop and look at the 
size of this facility, we must stop and think again about this type of 
equipment. 

DAILY INSPECTION REQUIREMENT 


This equipment requires a daily inspection. All of this equipment 
must go through a maintenance facility every day for a daily in- 
spection. 

It also has a periodic inspection just as our aircraft do. This all 
comes through the same single facility. 

In addition to that, directly due to the high cost, as you can see by 
some of those pictures that we passed around, we do not have massive 
buy programs which result in an abundance of equipment. There- 
fore we have a limited amount of equipment and as a result this equip- 
ment is dispatched many times a day. Sent out for a job, bidaght 
back to the shop, and sent out for another job. 

So our entire daily inspections, our periodic inspection and all of 
our dispatch and storage is within the same facility, that we are 
speaking of here. 

The House also questioned our use, the maximum use of our exist- 
ing facilities. : 

would like to go into detail with you, sir. 


HIGH POWERED MACHINERY 


Senator Stennis. Let me ask one question right here. All this 
high-powered machinery—here is one that as I see it is marked 
$110,000. 

Colonel Stone. Yes, sir, MA-3 multipurpose servicing unit. 

Senator Stennis. Here is another one for $72,000. 

Colonel Sronr. Yes, MA-2 multipurpose servicing unit. The 
MA-2 was purchased before the MA-3. The MA-2 is used on the 
F-100 aircraft, MA-3 is used on a B-66. 

Senator Stennis. Why isall this so expensive? 

Colonel Sronz. That has a gas turbine engine in it. It has all types 
of power in it. It also has compressed air in it. It has a complete 
power pack in that piece of equipment. 

Senator Srennis. Are these items necessary to service different 
parts of the plane ? 

Colonel Stoner. Yes, sir, we are not only servicing but also check- 
ing out. 
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Senator Stennis. Check out whether or not they are to operate? 

Colonel Stone. Yes, you have electrical power on that unit. You 
have air power on the unit also. Stop and think, today you need 3,000 
pounds per square inch to blow up the air bottle to start a compressor 
type engine. 

You need 3,000 p.s.i. of air pressure. 

Senator Stennis. What is that ? 

Colonel Stone. Pounds per square inch. 

Senator Srennis. And it is all because of this superspeed super- 
performance and everything built to the utlimate ? 

Colonel Stoner. Yes, as we move along in technology in the aircraft, 
we must have similar technology in our ground support equipment 
and test equipment. 

Senator Stennis. That is something that sounds very logical but is 
not generally realized. 

Colonel Stonr. That is why we feel maybe the facts were not 
all available for the House, sir. 


REVIEW PROCEDURE 


In our review procedure, as we mentioned, we start this review out 
by the item at a particular base. It is then again reviewed by the 
subcommand, then by the major command on into Air Force head- 
quarters and in my own shop we again take a look at the maintenance 
engineering facilities. It goes on then to the Secretary of the Air 
Force, to the Bureau of the Budget, to the OSD and of course finally to 
Congress. So this is a very detailed review on each line item. 


POLICY OF UTILIZATION OF EXISTING FACILITIES 


I would like to expound a moment on our Air Force policy at the 
present time regarding utilization of existing facilities. 

Our basic policy as published and as exercised is that we will use 
existing facilities to the maximum extent possible. Very often though, 
with the type of facility required for this modern type of ground sup- 
port equipment as opposed to that that I showed you for a few years 
ago, we now have to have overhead cranes, if we are going to take the 
engines out of those types of equipments. We have to have all types 
of power to maintain that equipment. We have to have 110, 220, 440 
volts. We need power banks in the facilities. So a shell today, a 
backyard garage, is not adequate for this type of ground support 
equipment. 

Many times the structures existing today do not have an overhead 
crane in them. So sometimes we find, and often, that the current fa- 
cility would cost more to rehabilitate than to build a new facility. 

These are all taken into consideration as we come up with any and 
each given line item. 


RESTORATION RECOMMENDED 


Therefore we recommend the restoration of the $2.6 million of our 
powered ground equipment maintenance shop projects in the fiscal 
year 1960 military construction program. We should keep in mind 
that we are only talking about 13 bases here. 

Senator Stennis. What? 
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Colonel Stone. There are 13 bases affected by this. 

Senator Stennis. By the $2.6 million ? 

Colonel Strong. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. 500 now? 500,000? 

Colonel Stone. No, not 500,000. We run about 200,000. We 
should also keep in mind that with this type of ground support equip- 
ment we have today, as the examples I gave you on the F-100 and the 
B-66, when we lose ground support equipment we do not start the 
aircraft. 

Our aircraft are relying on the ground support equipment in to- 
day’s modern technology. This is a very key point and it sometimes 
is overlooked. 

That concludes our presentation. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Stennis. Back on the record. 


SAC DIsPERSED MAINTENANCE 


Colonel Stonz. Mr. Chairman, there have been questions also raised 
regarding the SAC dispersed maintenance. The House Members had 
two questions primarily. First was their doubt of economy of change 
in the concept, and then less than maximum use of the facilities con- 
structed for home base mission. I would like to first look at the econ- 
ony program. 

enator Stennis. In the course of your presentation show exactly 
how far this program has already advanced. As I understand it this 
is about the last increment of it, isn’t it? 

Colonel Stone. Yes, sir. 


HoME BASE-SATELLITE CONCEPT 


On the home base-satellite concept, our plan was to do all field 
maintenance at the home base, to do all periodics at the home base and 
all jet engine field maintenance at the home base. Field maintenance 
is heavy structural repair, fuel cell repair, and landing gear replace- 
met. The periodic inspection is the inspection performed every 300 
hours of flying time, a major inspection taking about 5 to 7 days. 


JET ENGINE FIELD MAINTENANCE 


Jet engine field maintenance includes two aspects of it. One is the 
repair of the jet engines at our own base facilities, which I am sure 
the chairman is aware of, for we have expanded this program to 
save returning too many engines to the depots. We break open 
both the hot section and cold section of the jet engine. Also in 
addition to that in engine field maintenance we build up new en- 
gines, and you must tear down the old engine and pickle it and 
prepare it for transportation to the depot for overhaul. 

All of this was planned under the home base-satellite concept 
for this to be done at the home base leaving only the organizational 
maintenance for the satellite base. 

Organizational maintenance is primarily clearing the pilot write- 
ups after each flight, changing instruments and what have you, and 
performing postflight inspections every 50 hours of flying time. 
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These are primarily safety of flight-type and postflight inspections 
taking about a day and a half. 

As a result of this we feel the capability here was tied to 11 
home bases, because here is our maximum effort of maintenance. 


DISPERSED MAINTENANCE CONCEPT 


Now under the dispersed maintenance concept, we will do all of our 
maintenance where the aircraft are assigned. It gives us true dis- 
persal. We have our aircraft dispersed. Let’s maintain them where 
they are. Keep them in a dispersed configuration so we are talking 
33 instead of 11 now and the effects of that upon the enemy are rather 
obvious. 

This, then, gives us a true dispersal effect. In addition to that, 
we have found that we have much less operating cost and much less 
pipeline cost. 

I would like to expand on these two. 

Senator Stennis. Yes. Do you have some figures on that? 


ANNUAL OPERATING COSTS 


Colonel Stone. Yes, in our annual operating costs, and you will 
note that is annual, fuel and oil, ferrying aircraft betwen the home 
and the satellite is about $2.8 million. 

Here is how this is calculated. Due to the flying program we would 
have, and doing all of the maintenance at home, as I have previously 
mentioned to you, we would be flying 120 aircraft per year per satel- 
lite base back to the home base. 

Our average flying time Air Force-wide would be about 4 hours. 
This is, for 22 bases, about 10,000 flying hours per month. 

Costing this out in the fuel cost is $2.8 million. We have those 
figures in detail. 

Now for the TDY maintenance teams required by doing all of the 
maintenance on the home base. You are forced into the situation 
where certain maintenance due to safety of flights you cannot do at a 
home base. 

As an example, we have fuel cells leaking. When we have a fuel 
cell leaking that we cannot block off we must fix it at the satellite 
base rather than the home base because we cannot fly it to the home 
base. We have unscheduled engine changes. You have to bring an 
engine out and change it at the satellite base. 


TEMPORARY DUTY MAINTENANCE TEAMS 


You have structure repair that prevents it from safe flight. You 
have grounding technical orders that you must comply with. This 
type of temporary duty maintenance teams we have computed at $0.2 
million, consisting of 26,752 man-days per year. 

Transportation of engines gets to be another problem. When we 
have most of the engine changes and all the engine work being done at 
| the home base, we are then forced to carry two extra built-up engines 
ready to install at each satellite base. 

This is for unscheduled engine changes. When we start adding 
that up, it results in eight engine changes for a satellite base a month. 
_ This is what we plan on and that is due to our flying program. 
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We figure that four of these could possibly be done at the home 
base and four of them will be done as unscheduled maintenance at the 
satellite base. 


TRANSPORTATION OF ENGINES 


But for each change at the satellite base we have to take a new 
engine to the satellite base and return the old engine to the home 
base. This makes transporting eight engines per satellite base per 
month. Now when you start adding that up that means that we are 
transporting in 1 year 2,112 rr Engine transportation is costed 
out at 50 cents per ton-mile and 50 cents per ton-mile on that number 
of engines give us this engine cost of $5 million for transporting 
engines between the home base and the satelite base, a cost that you 
would not have with self-efficiency at the satellite base. I have not 
included in here the cost of moving the engine from the home base to 
the depost, which has to happen anyway. 


UNSCHEDULED MAINTENANCE 


In order to handle the organizational maintenance, you have a 
given number of spares that have to be costed out and transported in 
from the home base to the satellite base. We have an estimate of $4 
million when we weigh the amount of spares that we consume in a 

ear. 
"1 Senator Stennis. You mean you would have to have that many 
extra engines ? 

Colonel Srone. It is two engines. All we talked about on the $8 
million on engines is the two engines per satellite base. That is all 
we are requiring. 

Senator Stennis. Two extra engines? 

Colonel Stonr. Yes, two engines built up at a satellite base. There- 
fore since I do all of my engine work at the home base, when I use 
an engine at the satellite base I have to have an engine to install. 

Now if we did not do that, then we would be forced to increase 
the transportation of engines. But the $8 million you are referring 
to, the $8 million referred to on the engines, is due to engines them- 
selves. Only two engines at each of our satellite bases. 

This is what I think you are referring to. 


PIPELINE COSTS 


These are pipeline costs. First, the pipeline cost by generating 
10,000 flying hours a-year in flying between our satellite base and our 
home base purely for maintenance. We have one wing of our alert 
force away from its task of alert duty flying back and forth for main- 
tenance requirements. 


This is costly in itself, and is very difficult to measure in dollars. 


HOUSE COMMENT 


In addition to that, we have $8.8 million in additional aircraft 
engines, based upon only two engines per satellite base. Remember this 
— costs us $200,000, so those are the pipeline costs. 

he House Appropriations Committee made this statement: 


The original eoncept for aircraft maintenance in support of the dispersal of 
SAC units involved the construction of facilities at certain locations referred 
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to as home bases. These bases would each support several SAC units at various 
locations. Facilities have been constructed in support of this concept. 
This is a quote from the House Appropriations Committee report. 
Let us look at base facilities. 


CARSWELL Ariz ForcE BasE 


The facilities at our home base were programed prior to the home 
base/satellite concept. As an example, take Carswell Air Force Base. 
This was an old B-36 base long before we ever had this concept, 
before the state of the art and intelligence moved us into this con- 
cept. 
o at Carswell we had two B-36 wings, and we sonra these facili- 
ties from reciprocating engine to jet engine type aircraft. 

Take the facility af Fairchild qhir Peon a as another example. 
Here we had a facility that used to be a depot, and so we have a very 
large hangar at Fairchild Air Force Base. We also have a very 
large engine shop because it used to be an overhaul depot rather than 
a base. 

We have made no request to Con for additional facilities for 
maintenance for home bases. There has been no request made to Con- 

for additional maintenance facilities for home bases in support 
of this home base/satellite concept. 

Senator Stennis. You mean iyou haven’t had any since there was 
a dispersal plan ? 

Colonel Stone. Yes, sir, for this concept. All of the facilities at 
_ our home bases were programed prior to this concept, so they were 
' programed for other operational mission, and have been converted 
at the home base. The House seems to be under the opinion, and 
probably because they did not have all the facts, that we have con- 
structed at home bases facilities to support this concept. 

The point is we have not constructed facilities at the home base to 
| support this concept. 

_ Senator Stennis. They were built tosupport the other. 

Colonel Stonz. They were on a previous concept. We have con- 
verted many of them to handle as we mentioned the B-36 or B-52, 
but we have made no request upon congress for new facilities for the 
| home base/satellite concept. 


ECONOMY OF THE OPERATION 


In summary then, we should first look at the economy of the oper- 
ation, which was challenged by the House, and our economy is covered 
in three aspects. Loss of alert force aircraft, our pipeline cost of 
$8.8 million and our annual operating costs of $12 million for a home 
base maintenance function rather than a maintenance dispersed 
function. 

In addition to that, there has been no added home base mainten- 

ance facilities, So our recommendation is again that you restore the 
| $5.9 million for dispersed maintenance projects in the fiscal year 
1960 military construction program. 

This restoration of $5.9 million versus an annual operating cost of 
' $12 million, and this is an annual operating cost. 


42550—_59——__51 
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. Senator Stennis. Your $5.9 million now is the capital investment 
that will dispense with $12 million and annual operating costs? 

Colonel Stone. Annual operating costs, yes, as well as an $8.8 
million pipeline investment. This $8.8 million is a one-time invest- 
ment, and then you have an attrition investment thereafter. We are 
now asking for $5.9 million to offset an annual expenditure of $12 
million. 

‘Sir, that completes this presentation. 


INCLUSION OF PIPELINE costs | 


Senator Stennis. Does your annual operating cost include all this 

— cost ? 

olonel Strong. No, pipeline engine cost is $8.8 million. You once 
establish it, you will have an attrition in the total of course. And 
we might further tell you that this $8.8 million is for the B—52 engine 
only, and the KC-135 engine would be much less than that and has 
not been added in. I would estimate it at approximately $800,000. 
This $8.8 figure is B-52 engines only. 

The operating cost of $12 million annually is in addition to the out- 
lay for the pipeline costs. 

Senator ae Do you have copies now of those graphs because 
they are a little large. Sometimes you have those on papers about 
this size or a little larger. 

: Colonel Stone. We do not have them, we will certainly get them 
or you. 

Seietor Stennis. Leave them large enough to read, it would be 
much more practical to take them to the conference with us. 

Colonel Stonz. We will have those for you immediately. 

The graphs were furnished the committee.) 
enator Gente. Thank you, Colonel Stone. What is your next 
item, General ? 

General Minton. Colonel Parkhill can now start down the line 
items. 

Senator Stennis. Let’s get the page numbers here. Are you going 
to proceed now base by base ? 

_ Colonel ParRKHILL, Yes, sir, starting with page 3 of the reclama 
Ik, 

Senator Stennis. About how many items do you have? 

Colonel Parxuiiu. Several hundred items, about 50 or 60 bases. 

Senator Srennis. I am thinking about the difficulty of trying to 
ares A knowledge and memory of every particular item. All right, go 
ahead. 


Fire ISLAND AIRCRAFT CONTROL AND WARNING STATION, ALASKAN 


Colonel Parxuiy. The item in question is electric power. We have 
asked for $1,500,000 to construct this plant. The House committee has 
reduced this amount by $357,500 with the statement that it realizes the 
need for the increased power requirement but fails to see the need for 
more standby capacity. 

The reduction of this amount will force us to construct only three of 
the 500-kilowatt generators instead of the four as planned. We will 
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have to then rely upon the old existing generating equipment which is 
rapidly wearing out. 7 ; 

A good power source, reliable power is essential to sites of this type. 

Senator Stennis. They gave you the additional capacity but denied 
you the standby power ? 

Colonel Parxutun. Yes, sir. We planned to build four units, 500 
kilowatts each. We felt it was much more economical to go in and do 
the job right while we are in that area for the construction project. 
This way we will have to wait until later and replace the existing old 
100-kilowatt high-speed generator units. 

Senator Stennis. That is the standby power ? 

Colonel Parxutty. Yes. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

Next item ? 

(The justification follows :) 


ALASKAN AIR CoMMAND—FIRE ISLAND 


Line item Budget House Restoration 
request action requested 


Dee DI, DO iain an ees tats ntti cnenquaeisae $1, 500, 000 —$357, 500 +$357, 500 


REASON FOR RESTORATION 


1. The reduction of $357,500 on this item will necessitate deferring the con- 
struction of 500 kilowatts of the required 2,000-kilowatt capacity powerplant at 
this Air Defense control site for Air Force and Army weapons. This deferred 
portion will require incremental construction of the power requirements and con- 
tinued use of the existing obsolete and less reliable high speed generator equip- 
ment to provide needed standby power, with resulting higher costs of operation 
and maintenance. 

2. Standby power is essential at all sites of this type to insure that the warning 
and control equipment operates without interruption in the event of breakdown 
in one or more of the primary power generating units, and is of special importance 
at this site because commercial power is not available and it is fully dependent 
for its operation on the powerplant at the site. The existing obsolete generators 
have a limited remaining usage and their replacement at a later date will un- 


doubtedly result in a higher unit cost for that portion of the total power require- 
ment. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


“The committee realizes the need for increased power requirement at this loca- 
tion, but fails to see the need for more standby capacity and accordingly has 
eliminated funds from the requested amount.” 


INDIAN MountAIN, A.C. & W STATION 


Colonel Parxuiii. The House committee reduced our budget re- 
2 dl $353,500. This is the same as the situation we had at Fire 

sland. 

Senator Stennis. I want to bejcertain that I understand it. The 
House gave you the additional capacity, but cut off this additional 
standby capacity or the replacement for your standby ? 

Colonel ParKuiiy. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 
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The justification follows :) 


InpIAN MovuntTAIN 


Budget 
request 


1, Electric power, DFRP 


REASON FOR RESTORATION 


1. The reduction of $353,500 on this item will necessitate deferring the con- 
struction of 500 kilowatts of the required 2,000 kilowatts capacity powerplant at 
this air defense control site for Air Force and Army weapons. This deferred 
portion will require incremental coristruction of the power requirements and 
continued use of the existing obsolete and less reliable high speed generator 
equipment to provide needed standby power, with resulting higher costs of oper- 
ation and maintenance. 

2. Standby power is essential at all sites of this type to insure that the warn- 
ing and control equipment operates without interruption in the event of break- 
down in one or more of the primary power generating units, and is of special im- 
portance at this site because commercial power is not available and it is fully 
dependent for its operation on the powerplant at the site. The existing obsolete 
generators have a limited remaining usage and their replacement at a later date 
will undoubtedly result in a higher unit cost for that portion of the total power 
requirement. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


“The committee realizes the need for increased power requirement at this loca- 
tion, but fails to see the need for more standby capacity and accordingly has 
eliminated funds from the requested amount.” 


Kine SALMON 


Colonel Parxumy.. King Salmon Air Force A.C. & W. Station in 
Alaska. This is another of the same situation. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

(The justification follows :) 


Kine SaLMon 


Budget House Restoration 
request action requested 


1. Electric power, DFRP $1, 120, 000 —$325, 000 


$325, 000 


REASON FOR RESTORATION 


The reduction of $325,000 on this item will necessitate deferring the con- 
struction of 500 kilowatts of the required 1,500 kilowatts capacity powerplant 
at this air defense control site for Air Force and Army weapons. This deferred 
portion will require incremental construction of the power requirements and 
continued use of the existing obsolete and less reliable high speed generator 
equipment to provide needed standby power, with resulting higher costs of 
operation and maintenance. 

. Standby power is essential at all sites of this type to insure that the warning 
and control equipment operates without interruption in the event of breakdown 
in one or more of the primary power generating units, and is of special im- 
portance at this site because commercial power is not available and it is fully 
dependent for its operation on the power plant at the site. The existing obsolete 
generators have a limited remaining usage and their replacement at a later 


date will undoubtedly result in a higher unit cost for that portion of the total 
power requirement. 


—_ ~*~ eet a oe ee 
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HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


“The committee realizes the need for increased power requirement at this 
location, but fails to see the need for more standby capacity and accordingly 
has eliminated funds from the requested amount.” 


TROPOSCATTER, VARIOUS LOCATIONS, ALASKA 


Colonel Parxuiiu. Troposcatter, various locations in Alaska. 

The committee has reduced the amounts requested by $488,000 with- 
out ae any specific reason. We have asked for $7,488,000 to 
construct four troposcatter stations along the Aleutian chain. 

We feel that there is an urgent requirement for this link of a 
theater communications system. The cost estimates were based on 
the best engineering information available and have been carefully 
screened to reflect minimum funds necessary to complete this project. 

Senator Stennis. They didn’t give any reason. 

Colonel Parxuw. No, sir. em of funds in an inadequate 
amount will result in a delay of this construction of this communi- 
cations link. 

Senator Stennis. What was that last statement now? 

Colonel Parxuimu. That the clearance of funds in an inadequate 
meen will result in delay in the completion of this communications 
link. 

Senator Stennis. That is not a matter then of leaving off something 
that you have a substitute for. It will just delay the activity in 
putting in the active date of these items? 

Colonel Parkuu. Yes, sir. 

Senator Srennis. All right. 

(The justification follows :) 


Various Locations, ALASKA 


Budget House Restoration 
request action requested 


—$488, 000 +$488, 000 


BEASON FOR RESTORATION 


The urgency of the requirement for this link of the theater, high speed com- 
munication system cannot be overemphasized. The reduction of funds in 
the amount of $488,000, for this highly technical electronic-type communica- 
tion project covering vast distances in one of the most remote areas in the 
world was made without specifying the reason. The cost estimates for this 
project were based on the best engineering information available and have been 
earefuly screened to reflect the minimum funds necessary to complete this proj- 
ect. Clearance of funds in an inadeqate amount will result in delay in comple- 
tion of this vital communications link. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


“The committee has reduced the amount requested for the Troposcatter Com- 
munication System by $488,000.” 


DututTH Arr Force Bass, MINN. 


Colonel Parkum. Next item is page 8, “Duluth Air Force Base, 
Minn., Air Defense Command.” 
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Two items, dormitory airmen and utilities. The House Commit- 
tee report states that the funds deleted from Duluth are in support of 
the committee's policy that additional funds should not be approved in 
support of BOMARC installations on the northern periphery until 
the entire plan for deployment of missiles in the area has been es- 
tablished. 

The mission of this base in its air defense role is such that a ma- 
jority of the personnel must be readily available on a 24-hour basis. 

There are no other facilities which can be converted for use as 
dormitories. The deployment of BOMARC at this northern loca- 
tion has been reconfirmed by the revised defense plan. 

The existing housing facilities are not adequate to accommodate the 
airmen. 

Senator Stennis. Colonel, let’s nail this down as to the facts. We 
certainly want to get a correct conclusion to have a sound judgment, 
so let’s get the facts correct. As I have understood it, this matter 
has all been settled about this mission there at Duluth, that there is 
to bea BOMARC installation here. 

Colonel Parkutiy. That’s right. 

Senator Stennis. That is the way I understood it. 

Colonel Parkuiiy. We are constructing the BOMARC facility. 


CONTRACT AWARD 


Colonel Epmonps. The House evidently overlooked the fact that 
we have already awarded the contract for these facilities at Duluth. 
We awarded the BOMARC facility contract on the 21st of May 1959. 
The project is approximately 10 percent complete. We have com- 
pleted all of the site work, we have started on the composite building, 
the assembly and maintenance building, launcher shelters, security 
control and fire station, so we are all underway there completely, 
sir. 

Senator Stennis. All right, Mr. Clark, make a special memo on 
that. I think you have covered your case. 

You have read the report what they say on page 6 about the 
BOMARC in the region between the Great Lakes and the Pacific 
coast. If we put this back in I don’t want to have to take a whole day 
in conference arguing about what the facts are because facts can be 
ascertained and known. 

You can argue about your conclusions and your judgment on those 
facts. You say now to this committee that this is all cleared, the so- 
called master plan. I call it the revised plan. Duluth is in the clear, 
and you have gotten the green light and you have already made your 
initial contracts for the BOMARC installation itself. 

Colonel Epmonps. For the technical facilities, sir. 

That is as differentiated from the suport facilities such as dormi- 
tories. 

SUPPORT FACILITY 


Senator Stennis. I know. This is a support facility. Therefore 
it goes with the major projects. 

Colonel Parxkumu. Yes, sir. 

They have a deficiency of dormitories. We need housing for the 
troops. 
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Senator Stennis. I know. The House committe though said that 
the funds they did approve was on condition that the whole matter be 
looked into again. The Secretary of Defense advised the committee 
to that effect. 

I call that to your attention. That doesn’t stop this appropriation 
necessarily, but they make that statement with reference to the appro- 
priations in the bill. 

This one would certainly be bound by: 

Colonel Epmonps. This was 1959 money and the contracts were 
awarded back in May long before the appropriations committee’s 
report. 

Seanioe Stennis. I am talking about if we restore this item here. 
I think we understand each othernow. Next item? 

(The justification follows :) 


Arr DEFENSE CoMMAND—DvtutH Arr Force Base, MINN. 


Budget House Restoration 
request action requested 


1. Dormitory airmen —$400, 000 +$400, 000 
2. Utilities —155, 400 +155, 400 





—555, 400 +555, 400 


REASON FOR RESTORATION 
1. Dormitory Airmen 

(a) The mission of the base in its air defense role is such that a majority of 
the personnel must be readily available on a 24-hour basis. There are no other 
facilities which can be converted for use as dormitories. The deployment of 
BOMARC at this northern location has been reconfirmed by the revised air de- 
fense plan. The existing housing facilities are not adequate to accommodate the 
airmen required in support of the mission of Duluth Municipal Airport. 
2. Utilities 

(a) The utility item requested is in support of the facilities requested in this 
program. The restoration of $155,400 in utility item is required to permit neces- 
sary extensions of base utility systems in support of the 200 airmen dormi- 
tory. 

HOUSE REPFORT STATEMENT 


“The funds deleted for Duluth are in support of the committee’s policy that 
additional funds should not be approved in support of BOMARC installations on 
the northern periphery until the entire plan for deployment of missiles in the 
area has been established.” 


GRAND Forks Arr Force Bass, N. Dak. 


Colonel Parkuiy. The next is Grand Forks Air Force Base, N. 
Dak. The House committee deleted 4 items. The first three, shop 
ground powered equipment, shop aircraft maintenance field and shop 
aircraft engine inspection repair are items that Colonel Stone briefed 
you on in his presentattion. Details of the requirements for these 
items and current resources available to apply to these requirements are 
as follows: 
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Granp Forks Arr Force Base 


Quantity 
existing Appropriation request 
Quantit or under Quest 
requ construc- eficient 
tion or 59 
MCP! Quantity Cost 
a f (In — 
Square feet | Square feet sands) 
Shop A/C maintenance field (SAC) 48, 000 32, 560 15, 440 $302 
— A/C engine inspection and repair 
(SAC) 11, 069 15, 264 310 


26, 333 5, 
Shop ground powered equipment (SAC) -_- 119, 710 4, 297 115, 413 229 


1 Includes covered storage. 
2 Support item for 6,810 square feet of covered storage also included in project cost. 


™ Note.—Currently there are no A/C at this base, therefore, the function is not now being accomplished. 
However, when the A/C do arrive at the base, facilities existing or under construction, will not be adequate 
to een the total base mission. This is a relatively new base, therefore there are no old existing facilities 
which could be adapted to serve these functions. 


FIFTY-BED HOSPITAL 


Senator Stennis. I think that is sufficient. 

Next item? 

Colonel Parkutiy. The next item is a 50-bed hospital for $1,643,000. 
This was deleted by the House committee generally because of high 
costs. Five of these hospitals have been deleted and with your per- 
mission, sir, I would like to call on Colonel Carmichael to discuss this. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

Colonel Carmicuazt. Mr. Chairman, with your permission I would 
like to cover some of the items that are applicable to all the hospitals. 

Senator Stennis. Yes, sir. 

Colonel Carmicuak.. It is relative to the House’s comments and I 
would like to take them in order. 

All of them relate to cost. I would like to leave costs until the 
last item and cover the other items as brought up. 

The first item that the House brought up was the inability of the 
services to develop firm and realistic plans and specifications for our 
various medical facilities. 

I would like to reiterate that we have approved functional plans 
which are within the Air Force which are used for the specific design 
of all of our facilities. 

For instance, we have a 50-bed, 75-bed, 100-bed, 150-bed, and 200- 
bed plan, which also has the prior approval of the Office of the Sec- 
retary of Defense and the Bureau of the a before these are given 
to the civilian architect engineering firms who do the specific design 
for the location. 

Each design stays within the scope as established for them by the 
Office of the Secretary of Defense and approved by the Bureau of the 
Budget. All of this is covered in our reclama. 

I am hitting the highlights of it. 

For each hospital we have given you a complete writeup. 


JOINT USE ITEMS 


To again cover what we have previously covered, I want to point 
out that our medical facilities include many items that in the civilian 
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community are outside of the hospital. I refer to the X-ray, the 
larger joint use of facilities. 

The items I have referred to outside in civilian life are the doctors, 
office, medical clinics, and our flight surgeons. 

The joint-use items that I referred to that we construct largely 
because of serving out-patient and in-patient are the X-ray, the labora- 
tory, and the pharmacy. 

We devote about 40 percent of our medical facility for out-patient 
type services, as distinguished from bed-patient type care. 

ur laboratory work is 25 percent for inpatients and 75 percent in 
support of the outpatient service. 

Our X-ray is 15 percent for in-patient and 85 percent for the out- 
patient and the aviation medicine program. Our pharmacy is ap- 


shed. proximately 5 percent inpatient, 95 percent outpatient. 


quate 
ilities 


DETAILED REVIEW OF EQUIPMENT 


Therefore, we do have to construct them larger than the civilian 
hospitals. Notwithstanding this, we have taken steps subsequent to 
the formulation of this program to look into our designs. We have, 
as I have previously reported, made a detailed review of our equip- 
ment, installed medical equipment within our own Air Force capa- 
bility, then, in an effort to reduce the size or delete wherever possible. 

e are conducting a postoccupancy inspection and evaluation of 
all recently constructed hospitals. We have already had two teams 
out. We havea third team going out in the very near future. 


EMPLOYMENT OF ARCHITECTURAL ENGINEERING FIRM 


We have emplored the civilian firm of Sherlock, Smith & Adams 
in Montgomery, Ala., to review all of the functional plans I have 
previously mentioned to you. 

Senator Stennis. Maybe you are going to cover what I have in 
mind with that statement. 

Colonel CarmicHar.. They are reviewing our plans both from a 
functional layout, the requirements of the sizings of the various func- 
tions within our medical facilities. They are also looking at our 
materials of construction, our equipment and also costs. 

We have actually asked them at a recent direct conference how our 
losses compare where equipment is concerned and interior finishes, 
both as to quantity and quality. 

And they have assured us and made the statement that it is very 
comparable to what they use in the civilian hospitals there. 

Senator Srennis. I want to make a memorandum here on those 
matters. This firm you are talking about, is that an engineering firm ? 

Colonel Carmicuart. It is an architectural engineering firm and 
they have done a great deal of work in the hospital design field, both 
civilian and for governmental other than the military. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 


INADEQUATE PLANNING AND REALISTIC PROGRAMING 


Colonel Carmicuazt. The next item raised by the House Appro- 
priations Committee was the inadequate planning and realistic 
programing. 
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This dealt primarily with the size of our hospitals and the scope. 
I distinguish size, I am talking about bed requirement. __ ; 

Scope, I am talking about the total square footage as included in 
the facility to accomplish the outpatient and inpatient. 

I would like to emphasize, sir, that we do look as far in the future 
as possible, and use the best available program strengths in deter- 
mining the size of our facilities. Where we see or where a reduction 
is programed, we actually reduce the size of the facility as requested 
by the command. E 

We are actually constructing a hospital at Davis-Monthan Air 
Force Base right now which is 25 beds under what would be authorized 
on their current strength, because in fiscal year 1965 there is a pro- 
gram reduction. % f 

In addition, before we program for a new facility, we investigate 
the availability of other governmental hospitals and the extent of 
civilian hospital care available. 

At Olmsted Air Force Base we are programing a dispensary in 
place of the hospital because the Army hospital at Carlisle Barracks 
can take care of our bed patient care. We only program a replace- 
ment where the existing facility is totally inadequate or has deterio- 
rated to the point that it is very questionable for the patients’ safety. 

On the question of construction of mobilization requirements in 
excess of current requirements as justified by the strength, at Grand 
Forks there is no expansion capability in this hospital. 


DISCONTINUATION OF POLICY OF EXPANDING CHASSIS 


As a general policy, as we covered before, prior to 1957 the Air 
Force did program expanded chassis, primarily because it was felt it 
was more economical at the time of designing and constructing a hos- 
pital to enlarge the chassis, which is the most complicated part to de- 
sign and the most expensive to construct on a possibility of a strength 
increase. 

That policy was, as we reported, discontinued, and only those hos- 
pitals that were underdesigned at the time and the cost savings would 
not justify changing them were continued. 

The House Appropriations Committee comment on change orders. 
We recognize that change orders are a continuing problem. 

‘ In any type construction, and probably more so in hospitals this is 
rue. 

There are in essence two types of change orders. These involve the 
design efficiencies and those involving the functional requirements. 

Senator Stennis. Expand a little on this. 

Colonel Carmicuart. Change order, sir, after construction has 
started, changing something in the building, which is expensive, as 
we recognized. 

The design deficiencies primarily can be reduced through improved 
ae engineering services and supervision during construc- 

ion. 

This is the responsibility of the Corps of Engineers, and they also 
are cognizant of this problem, and we sincerely hope will effect a 
reduction in the future. 

On the functional changes which would be the medical require- 
ments necessitating a change in the building, we are continually re- 
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viewing our designs, our functional layouts, in an effort to reduce 
any future functional changes. 

Again I would like to cite the contract with the civilian firm review- 
ing our designs at this time. 


OUTPATIENT SERVICE 


On the estimated costs or the excessive costs, as the chairman has 
reported, that we have discussed in the past, again I would like to 
point out that we are devoting 40 percent of our medical facilities 
to outpatient service. 

In comparing costs, there are certain items that we feel should 
be and must be taken into account if we are going to compare them 
to the Hill-Burton Act as an example, as a cited example. 

First, the difference in cost of inspection is a pertinent item. 


COST OF UTILITIES 


The cost of utilities outside of the 5-foot line is not chargeable 
under the Hill-Burton, although it is chargeable to our hospitals or 
our medical facilities where we build them on a base. 

The other item that should be considered is the cost of movable or 
group 2 and group 3 equipment. Under Hill-Burton they include 
that cost. We do not include it. Therefore to make them comparable 
we should take that into account. 


GEOGRAPHICAL COST INDEX FACTOR 


The other item that must be taken into account is the cost index, 
the geographical cost index factor. Now in Grand Forks, as an 
example, or specifically since that is the hospital we are on, we have 
made a detailed comparison for the committee, and it is included in our 
input. I would like to point out, sir, that when you take the amount 
requested of $1,643,000, you deduct the utilities beyond the 5-foot 
line, you take the difference in our cost of inspection and an average 
Hill- Burton cost of inspection. 

You add to our hospital the cost of group 2 and group 3 equipment. 

We are adding that cost. We either take a plus or minus on the 
difference in cost index. In this case our cost index is higher than 
the Hill-Burton. Therefore, we take a deduction. 


SQUARE FOOT COST 


When you take those factors and those factors only into account, our 
square foot costs—this is for the total building on this total cost— 
our square foot cost comes out to $31.18 a square foot as compared to 
the average Hill-Burton of $31.06. The Hill-Burton average is $31.06. 

Our per bed costs, when you only use 60 percent of the facility, 
which is the bed patient care with their part of the joint use facilities, 
the bed costs in this point come out to $16,017, which compared to the 
Hill-Burton $19,000 average which is a favorable comparison. 

I would like to comment briefly on the examples cited by the House 
Appropriations Committee, where the square foot cost varied under 
the Hill-Burton from $14.53 up to $34.37. The one example cited 
at $14.53 is, we feel, not comparable to a permanent hospital. 
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This was a wood structure with a masonry exterior, no sprinkler 
system and minimal air-conditioning. Actually it does not meet the 
standards of either the U.S. Department of Health or the civilian 
standards for civilian facilities. Therefore, we have used the average 
Hill-Burton costs in our comparison as published in the January 1959 


report. 

Those are the general statements, sir, dealing with all the hospitals 
and the specific example as dealing with Grand Forks, 

Senator Stennis. Would you leave that statement? I would like 
to take that with me. 

Colonel CarmicHarn. We have included this statement for each of 
the five hospitals in the reclama book. You have the detailed write- 
up as I have just given it, only in much more detail for each hospital 
as they occur in the program. 

Senator Stennis. I thought you were giving there an overall com- 
parison with Hill-Burton. 

Colonel Carmicuae.. Those are in the report,sir We have written 
it 4 or each hospital. 

r. Grspens. On pages 12, 13, and 14, is the one on the Grand Forks 
Hospital. Except for about the first and the last two and three para- 
graphs, they will be about the same for each of the five hospitals we 

ave. 


USE OF AUTHORIZED PRICES 


Colonel Carmicnar.. I would like to emphasize, Mr. Chairman, 
me we are using the authorized prices on our request and on this 
study. 

Also, as you know, sir, we did reduce our CWE’s at the time of the 
authorization, we did submit to the committee a comparison at that 
time, and did affect a reduction in the CWE’s. 
oe reduced some of the communications equipment as the chairman 

ows. 

Senator Stennis. This page 14 where you give the illustration, did 
you say you deducted 40 percent of the area because it was outpatient 
service ? 

PER BED COST 


Colonel CarmicHarn, Only on the per bed cost, sir; only when we 
determine a per bed cost. I would like to emphasize that on the 
square foot cost we used everything. 

That is our total scope divided into the costs of the hospital. Now 
the cost, as I pointed out, sir, is after we take the difference in the 
inspection cost and the utilities beyond the 5 foot line, and after we 
add to the cost of our hospitals the group 2 and group 3 equipment 
that the Hill-Burton puts in that we do not. 

We added that cost to our hospitals to make them comparable. We 
used like size facilities on getting that, we used average Hill-Burton 
costs on per bed for equipment and also for inspection. 

We took the average of the January 1959 report and we included 
everything there from a 50-bed up to a 250-bed hospital to get a fair 
average. 

We actally took 10 hospitals ranging in that size and averaged the 
cost of equipment and averaged the cost of inspection. 

Senator Stennis. Do you want to cover any of the rest of them now? 
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Colonel CarmicHarEt. Those statements in general, sir, are appli- 
cable to all of our hospitals. We have included a different cost 
analysis of course for each hospital separately, each medical facility 
separately which has been given. 


COMPOSITE MEDICAL FACILITIES 


Actually these are composite medical facilities we are constructing 
rather than hospitals. 

They incorporate the medical clinic, doctor’s offices, public health 
activities, and the in-patient. The 60 percent I referred to is the 
inpatient portion of the medical facility, which is comparable to a 
civilian hospital on a per bed cost. 

Senator Stennis. Here is something that illustrates the point. 


CONSTRUCTION OOST INDEX 


The construction cost index of the area in which the Grand Forks 
AF Hospital is located is 1.15. Now, you mean across the country 
cost index is 115 percent of the average? Is that what you mean? 

Colonel Carmicuar.. I will stand corrected on this, sir, but I be- 
lieve Washington is used as one, am I right, Colonel Edmonds? 

Colonel Epmonps. That is correct. 

Colonel CarmicHaEL. Washington is used as one and this is 15 
percent higher than the Washington area. In some of the other 
areas, for instance, one of our hospitals is 0.9, which means 10 percent 
below the Washington area cost. 

Senator Stennis. You have some reason for doing that or construc- 
tion people do, but I thought they averaged the costs throughout the 
country and then took that average as 1.0. Why take any city and 
say that is 1? 

Colonel Epmonps. We take an average, but Washington, D.C., is 
about the average of 1.0. Tinker, Okla., happens to be a 1.0, but to go 
to Topeka, Kansas, it is 1.05, just taking some at random, here. 

Westover, Mass., is 1.05. At Richards-Gebaur this is 1.10. In 
other words, in each particular locality the wage rates and costs of 
materials, the distance of transporting materials, and that sort of thing 
effects the exact costs in an area. 

So we try to get the best costs that we can to fit then each location 
of any facility. 

General Minton. What you say is correct. It is an average for the 
country and Washington happens to be 1.0. 


QUALIFICATIONS OF WITNESS 


Senator Stennis. Colonel, may I ask you are you a member of the 
medical profession ? 

Colonel Carmicuae.. No,sir. Iam acivil engineer, assigned to the 
medical service. 

Senator Stennis. This it a very good showing and I appreciate the 
fact that you went into it so well. I know it represents a lot of work 
in digging it out. 

Colonel CarmicnarEL. We honestly feel our medical facilities are 
costed out at about the same as the Hill-Burton, and we have not taken 
our own word for what we are putting into them. 
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We have the civilian architects who tell us the same thing, that 
what we are putting into them is comparable to the civilians under 
Hill-Burton. 

Senator Stennis. I thank you very much for your work. 

What do you have next? 

(The justification follows :) 


Granp Forks Arr Force Bass, N. Dax. 


_ 


Line item Budget House Restoration 
request action requested 


1. Shop, ground powered equipment (SAC) —$229, 000 +$229, 000 

2. Shop, A/C maintenance field (addition) (SAC) 302, 000 —302, 000 +302, 000 
3. Shop, A/C engineering inspection and repair (addition) 

—310, 000 +310, 000 

—1, 643, 000 +1, 643. 000 


—2, 484, 000 +2, 484, 000 





REASON FOR RESTORATION 


1. Shop, ground powered equipment (SAC) 


At one time powered ground equipment was processed in the automotive shops. 
At that time the equipment consisted of relatively simple mechanical processes 
which were actually comparable to the vehicular equipment. With the advent 
of the Century series fighters, higher performance bombers, and new cargo air- 
craft, the ground equipment increased in numbers, sizes, and complexity. As 
an example, the following table shows the types of powered ground equipment 
required for fighter interceptors and the increase in number of pieces for the 
new aircraft. The increase of power ground equipment for bombers and cargo 
aircraft is comparable. 


Number units required per squadron 


Equipment 


Motor generators 

Engine generators 

Hydraulic test stand (gas) 
Hydraulic test stand (electric) -- 
Air conditioner (gas) 

Air conditioner (electric) 

Air compressor (starting) - 
Heaters electric 


Diesels 60-100-150 kw 
Power supply alert starting 


oe 
RONNOCOCOFKN + 


RONNOCOCOFKSO 


| 


Total equipment 


we 
o 
= 
8 


The new ground equipment includes nonautomotive features such as gas tur- 
bine engines and extremely high pressure hydraulic systems. Gas turbine en- 
gines are the same type engines as those used to power the aircraft and they 
require the same skills to maintain them. The new ground equipment has be- 
come so complex that it is not compatible with the automotive system of mainte- 
nance. For example one fighter interceptor aircraft in use today has radio and 
electronic equipment comparable to 100 radios and 100 television sets. One 
electric motor-driven generator must furnish the power for this interceptor dur- 
ing the time that maintenance is being accomplished. Automotive skills, tools, 
and equipment are not adequate for ground equipment which has become as 
complex as the aircraft it serves. 

The new construction for powered ground equipment shops requested in the 
fiscal year 1960 military construction program has been thoroughly reviewed at 
each Air Force level from the base, where the project originated, through the 
Office of the Secretary. These projects are not reviewed as a package for the 
whole Air Force. Even though they are repetitive items, they are reviewed in- 
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dividually. This review considers the total base requirement for the end posi- 
tion mission and weighs this requirement against all of the existing base 
facilities. 

It is Air Force policy to use existing facilities to the maximum extent when- 
ever possible. Often existing facilities cannot be converted to other uses be- 
cause of the stringent requirements of the workload and unusable condition of 
the buildings. For example, old structures quite often do not have the floor 
loading capacity or door sizes to accommodate this new heavy equipment. These 
same structures might not be capable of supporting overhead hoists and mono- 
rails necessary for maintenance on ground equipment. Maintenance of this 
equipment requires complete rewiring of existing structures to provide the re- 
quired power. When the costs of these modifications are totaled for some exist- 
ing structures they exceed the cost of new buildings. The important point is 
that when all these modifications are completed the resultant facilities is still 
barely adequate for powered ground equipment maintenance. 

The size of the powered ground equipment shops were based on the number 
and types of pieces programed to be assigned to the using organizations at the 
fiscal year 1963 time period. Each piece of ground equipment receives a daily 
inspection to insure correct operating condition. This inspection is brief in 
comparison to the regular periodic inspections. Periodic inspections are per- 
formed on each piece of equipment after a predetermined number of operating 
hours. 

A part of the powered ground equipment shop is used as a control and dispatch 
center for all the equipment. Most of the equipment is dispatched each day and 
some of the equipment is dispatched several times a day. 

Grand Forks AFB is still under construction so that no facilities are avail- 
able for conversion. The project proposed is for 5,000 square feet (plus storage 
space) to add to a previously authorized 4,299 square foot structure. The addi- 
tion is required to support the bomber mission added to the base 


2. Shop, A/C Maintenance Field (Addition) (SAC) 


3. Shop, A/C Engine Inspection and Repair (Addition) (SAC) 

The decision to convert the strategic force from the home base maintenance 
concept, of operation to the maintenance dispersal concept was based on the 
factors described below. 

The home base maintenance concept provided only minimum maintenance 
facilities at the satellite bases. It was planned that the aircraft would be 
moved to the home base for all heavy maintenance. Subsequently it was deter- 
mined that maintenance of aircraft at their assigned station would provide 
increased operational capability and substantial savings in procurement of air- 
craft engines and in annual operating costs including fuel, oil, temporary duty 
travel, and transportation. 

In summary the home base maintenance concept costs $12.5 million more 
annually for operating expenses plus $8.8 million as a one time cost for pipeline 
engines. Maintenance facilities are available at the home bases. It is true 
that by going to the dispersed maintenance concept and by building the additional 
facilities requested at the satellite bases the Air Force may generate some 
excess space at home bases. However, the cost of the new facility and those 
made excess is far outweighed by the operating economies and increased readiness 
of the strategic force. 

The requirement for dock or hangar spaces at the home base was considerably 
reduced. The docks and hangar spaces existing at the home bases were not 
constructed specifically to support the home base maintenance concept, but were 
programed prior to even the establishment of satellite bases, as well as, prior 
to approval of the dispersed maintenance concept. The requirement for this 
facility at the dispersal base did not change and since sufficient docks were pro- 
vided through previous construction programs, they are not involved in the 
fiscal year 1960 military construction program request. 

The requirement for periodic maintenance space at the dispersal bases has 
been met by attaching shops to the docks at a nominal cost and this facility is, 
accordingly, not involved in the fiscal year 1960 military construction program. 

In view of the foregoing, the only two facilities which required construction 
in the fiscal year 1960 military construction program to implement the mainte- 
nance dispersal concept at Grand Forks AFB are field maintenance shops and 
engine inspection and repair shops. 

Considering the improvement in operational capability, the reduced vulner- 
ability, and the savings involved in nonproductive flying from the home base to 
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the dispersal base for maintenance, the implementation of the maintenance 
dispersal concept is a necessity and far outweighs the value of the requested 
facilities and the shops which will be made excess at the home bases. 


4. Hospital 50/50 beds 


The existing 6-bed dispensary is capable of providing support only to the 
small holding party at this base. The deficiency in medical facilities will be 
readily apparent when the programed strength for the full operational base 
is reached. The programed military community will have no medical facility 
capable of providing medical care. 

Equipment and criteria—Plans and specifications for Air Force medical 
facilities are based on approved functional plans. For example, there is a plan 
for each of the following sizes: 50-bed, 75-bed, 100-bed, 150-bed, and 200-bed. 
These approved functional plans are used by the civilian architect-engineer 
firms in designing a specific facility. In each case, the specific design is reviewed 
by the Air Force, Office of the Secretary of Defense, and the Bureau of the 
Budget three times before finally approved for construction. The functional 
plans are based on workload experience data. The size of each function is 
then determined, but, in no case, can the total scope exceed the Office of Secre- 
tary of Defense authorized size. Therefore, the plans are compressed to stay 
within the authorized scope. 

The Air Force medical facility includes many functions normally not present 
in civilian hospitals, i.e., medical clinics, doctor’s offices public health activities, 
flight surgeons’ clinics, and a larger administrative and joint use item. By 
the latter we refer to X-ray, laboratory, pharmacy and supply area. An 
analysis of our plans reveals that the Air Force is required to allot 40 percent 
of the medical facility scope to these activities, which in civilian life are pro- 
vided outside of the hospital or there is no civilian counterpart. To cite 
examples, the laboratory workload is 25 percent for inpatients and 75 percent 
in support of the community outpatient function. Similarly, X-ray is 15 
percent inpatient, 85 percent outpatient and aviation medicine. Pharmacy is 
5 percent inpatient and 95 percent outpatient. Notwithstanding, the following 
actions have been taken, subsequent to the start of the congressional hearings 
on this military construction program. 

(a) A detailed review with the Air Force of installed medical and dental 
equipment; to effect a reduction in costs, a standard of minimum quantities 
and qualities is being applied. 

(b) A postoccupancy inspection of recently constructed medical facilities is 
being accomplished. 

(c) A civilian architect-engineering firm, Sherlock, Smith & Adams, has 
been employed to review all Air Force medical criteria and functional plans. 
To date, they have reviewed the plans for the 50-, 75-, 100-, and 200-bed facili- 
ties. Ata recent conference, they stated that the criteria applied to Air Force 
facilities, including equipment, is of comparable quantity and quality to civilian 
design. In fact, they pointed out that the criteria applied many materials 
ineorporated in Air Force design does not take advantage of long-term savings 
in maintenance and operating costs, which are inherent in many new but slightly 
higher initial cost products. 

Size and scope—Size and scope of each medical facility is based on the 
best available programed strength for 5 years in the future. This results in 
reductions of command requested sizes, even though current strength is in 
excess of programed strengths. In addition, the capability of other Govern- 
ment medical facilities in the area are investigated prior to the Air Force 
requesting a new facility. For example, at Olmsted Air Force Base a dis- 
pensary was requested rather than a hospital since the U.S. Army at Carlisle 
Barracks, Pa., is considered adequate to provide bed-patient care. Existing 
medical facilities are used to the maximum. Replacements are requested only 
when the existing facility is considered unsafe for medical care and the costs 
of rehabilitation and maintenance are excessive. The Air Force is currently 
operating many medical facilities which are considered marginal regarding 
patient safety. It has been determined that certain medical care procedures 
will have to be eliminated, in the future, at some of these facilities due to 
the deplorable condition of the buildings. 

Mobilization.—There is no mobilization potential or expansion capability in- 
corporated in this design. 

Change orders.—Change orders are a continuing problem. There are, in es- 
sence, two types of change orders. Those involving design deficiencies and 
those involving functional changes. Design deficiencies can be greatly reduced 
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through improved architect-engineer services and design supervision, which is 
a responsibility of the Corps of Engineers. Functional changes are being re- 
duced through continuous review and improvement of criteria and research 
to incorporate advanced design concepts in each current project. For ex- 
ample, we again cite the research and design contract with the architectural- 
engineering firm of Sherlock, Smith & Adams whose activities are aimed at this 
specific problem. 

Estimated costs—Based on the missions of a base medical facility, refer- 
enced above, the cost of these facilities is not excessive. In fact, the cost per 
square foot and the cost per bed compare favorably with those constructed 
under the Hill-Burton Act. 

Since 40 percent of the total scope and cost of an Air Force medical facility 
is chargeable to missions not normally found in Hill-Burton hospitals, such 
percentage must be deducted from the Air Force medical facility price, if 
any cost comparison is to be pertinent. Using the requested amount of $1,- 
643,000 for the Grand Forks AFB medical facility of 50 beds and 42,800 square 
feet, this 40 percent represents a reduction of $657,200 in overall costs. The 
price of the hospital portion of the Grand Forks AFB medical facility is, there- 
fore, $985,800 ($1,643,000—$657,200) and this represents a cost per bed of 
$19,716 and a cost per square foot of $38.38. This per bed cost is comparable 
to the average per bed cost of Hill-Burton Act hospitals of $19,000. There 
are many variables which also should be considered in cost comparisons. These 
include: 

(a) Cost of inspection. 

(b) Cost of utilities outside the 5-foot line. 

(c) Cost of movable or group II and III equipment. 

(ad) Construction cost index for the area in which the medical facility 
is located. 

For example, the Corps of Engineers inspection cost for the Grand Forks 
AFB medical facility is $147,000. At a similar Hill-Burton hospital of 54 beds 
at Gallatin, Tenn., this inspection cost amounted to $54,428. It averages ap- 
proximately $999 per bed for Hill-Burton hospitals. At Grand Forks AFB, the 
cost of utilities outside the 5-foot line is $126,000, while there are not exterior 
utility costs reflected in Hill-Burton hospitals. The costs of group II and III 
equipment are not included in the cost of the Grand Forks AFB medical fa- 
cility, but are included in the cost of Hill-Burton hospitals. The average per 
bed cost of this movable equipment for Hill-Burton hospitals is approximately 
$1,936. The construction cost index of the area in which the Grand Forks AFB 
hospital is located is 1.15. The average for the Hill-Burton hospitals listed 
in the January 1959 issue of U.S. Department of Public Health Service hospital 
and medical facilities survey and construction program is 1.08. Were these var- 
iables considered in the cost of the Grand Forks AFB hospital and appropriate 
adjustments made, the resulting cost per bed would be $16,017 and the cost per 
square foot $31.18. Both costs will then compare. favorably with the average 
Hill-Burton hospital cost of $19,000 per bed and $31.06 per square foot. (U.S. 
Department of Public Health Service hospital and medical facilities survey 
and construction program, dated January 1959). Attached is detailed listing 
of the costs computations. 

The per bed cost of $14.53, which is included in the $31.06 average is a mis- 
leading example. This cost is for a 14-bed hospital constructed in Idaho of 
masonry exterior and wood frame interior and roof structure. No sprinkler 
system is provided and the minimum of air conditioning. Such construction 
is not representative of either U.S. Department of Public Health Service, Air 
Force, or civilian standards for permanent construction. 

Method of computing Grand Forks AFB hospital costs of $16,017 per bed 
and $31.18 per square foot. 


Requested amount , 643, 
Less utilities beyond the 5-foot line 126, 000 
Less Corps of Engineers inspection 147, 000 
Plus group II and III equipment, $1,936 per bed X 50 beds________ 96, 800 
Plus Hill-Burton inspection costs, $999 per bed X 50 beds____---_-- 49, 950 
Less difference in area index costs and Hill-Burton average 
Adjusted cost of Grand Forks AFB hospital 
Cost per square foot $1,334,740-—42,800. 
Cost per bed $1,334,740 X 60 percent (area chargeable to hospital 

portion of this medical facility-50) 


42550—59——_ 52 
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One thousand, nine hundred and thirty-six dollars per bed cost of group II 
and III equipment and $999 per bed cost of Hill-Burton inspection are the aver- 
ages for 10 Hill-Burton hospitals. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


1. Shop, ground powered equipment (SAC) 

“Funds were requested in the amount of $2,651,000 for the construction of shop 
facilities for ground powered equipment at various locations within the Air 
Foree. Information developed by the committee cast serious doubt as to the 
validity of the requirements, particularly as regards the scope and size of the 
buildings and the maximum utilization of existing facilities. The committee has 
denied the request for funds and will expect the Department of Defense to make 
a thorough review of this entire program.” 

2. Shop, A/C maintenance field (additional) (SAC) 
3. Shop, A/C engine inspection and repair (additional) (SAC) 

“Funds in the amount of $5,922,000 were requested in support of SAC dispersed 
maintenance facilties at various locations. The original concept for aircraft 
maintenance in support of the dispersal of SAC units involved the construction 
of facilities at certain locations referred to as ‘home bases’. These bases would 
each support several SAC units at various locations. Facilities have been con- 
structed in support of this concept. Now the Air Force desires to abandon this 
concept and permit the maintenance to be performed at each installation where 
SAC aircraft are located. The committee is not convinced of the economy of 
this change or that maximum use is being made of maintenance facilities already 
constructed in support of the SAC mission. Accordingly the funds requested 
have been deleted from the bill and the Department of Defense is expected to 
make a detailed review of this program.” 

4. Hospital 50/50 beds 

(a) “Need” 

(b) “Inability of the services to develop firm and realistic plans and specifi- 
cations.” 

(c) “Inadequate planning and unrealistic programing.” 

(d) “Construction of mobilization requirements in excess of those required for 
current troop strengths.” 

(e) “Excessive change orders.” 

(f) “The estimated costs of proposed military medical facilities are far too 
excessive.” 


HAMILTON AIR Force BASE, CALIF. 


Colonel Parxuiy. Page 16, Mr. Chairman, Hamilton Air Force 
Base, Calif.: The item is the shop, ground powered equipment. We 
are requesting restoration of $154,000. This is an item that Colonel 
Stone talked about. Details of the requirement for this item will be 
inserted in the record. 

Senator Stennis. Yes. By the way all those matters Colonel Stone 
presented, that was just the shops. That did not include the equip- 
ment, any of it ? 

Colonel Parkuiy. Just construction of the shops; you are correct. 

Senator Stennis. This is just the shops. That 1s the way I under- 
stood it. 

Next item ? 
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(The details of the item and the justification follow :) 


Hamitton Arr Force BasEe 


Quantity Appropriation request 
Quantity existing Quantity 
required or under deficient 

construc- 


(In thou- 
Square feet | Square feet sands) 
Shop, ground powered equipment 4, 574 4, 574 4, 574 $154 


WHERE IS FUNCTION NOW ACCOMPLISHED 


Operation is being performed now partially in the open and partially by 
crowding into existing hangar and shop space to the detriment of FI squadron 
aircraft maintenance. Also interim utilization is presently being made of a 
substandard building containing 2,700 square feet of floor space. This building 
was originally constructed as a base warehouse building and as such there is no 
crane or hoist facilities in the present building, further, overhead clearance will 
not permit maintenance work requiring the use of a hoist. The warehouse will 
revert back to its intended use when the new GPE shop has been constructed. 


Hamitton Arr Force Bass, Catir. 


Line item Budget House Restoration 
request action requested 


1, Shop, ground powered equipment $154, 000 —$154, 000 +$154, 000 


REASON FOR RESTORATION 


1. At one time powered ground equipment was processed in the automotive 
shops. At that time the equipment consisted of relatively simple mechanical 
processes which were actually comparable to the vehicular equipment. With 
the advent of the century series fighters, higher performance bombers, and new 
cargo aircraft, the ground equipment increased in numbers, sizes, and complexity. 
As an example, the following table shows the types of powered ground equip- 
ment required for fighter interceptors and the increase in number of pieces for 
the newer aircraft. The increase of powered ground equipment for bombers and 
cargo aircraft is comparable. 


Number units required per squadron 


Equipment 


Motor generators 

I od cman enaenawiie ems 
Hydraulic test stand (gas) 
Hydraulic test stand (electric) 
Air conditioner (gas) 

Air conditioner (electric) 

Air compressor (starting) 
Heaters, electric 

Heaters, gas 

Diesels 60-100-150 kilowatts 
Power supply alert starting 


oe 
RONNOCOCOFK NDS 


LONNOCOFKOf 


Total equipment 


2. The new ground equipment includes nonautomotive features such as gas 
turbine engines and extremely high pressure hydraulic systems. Gas turbine 
engines are the same type engines as those used to power the aircraft and they 
require the same skills to maintain them. The new ground equipment has 
become so complex that it is not compatible with the automotive system of 
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maintenance. For example 1 fighter interceptor aircraft in use today has radio 
and electronic equipment comparable to 100 radios and 100 television sets. 
One electric motor driven generator must furnish the power for this inter- 
ceptor during the time that maintenance is being accomplished. Automotive 
skills, tools, and equipment are not adequate for ground equipment which has 
become as complex as the aircraft it serves. 

3. The new construction for powered ground equipment shops requested in 
the fiscal year 1960 military construction program has been thoroughly reviewed 
at each Air Force level from the base where the project originated, through 
the Office of the Secretary. These projects are not reviewed as a package for 
the whole Air Force. Even though they are repetitive items, they are re. 
viewed individually. This review considers the total base requirement for the 
end position mission and weighs this requirement against all of the existing 
base facilities. 

4. It is the Air Force policy to use existing facilities to the maximum extent 
whenever possible. Often existing facilities cannot be converted to other uses 
because of the stringent requirements of the workload and unusable condition 
of the buildings. For example, old structures quite often do not have the floor 
loading capacity or door sizes to accommodate this new heavy equipment. 
These same structures might not be capable of supporting overhead hoists and 
monorails necessary for maintenance on ground equipment. Maintenance of 
this equipment requires complete rewiring of existing structures to provide the 
required power. When the costs of these modifications are totaled for some 
existing structures they exceed the cost of new buildings. The important point 
is that when all these modifications are completed the resultant facility is still 
barely adequate for powered ground equipment maintenance. 

5. The size of the powered ground equipment shops were based on the num- 
ber and types of pieces programed to be assigned to the using organizations 
at the fiscal year 1963 time period. Bach piece of ground equipment receives 
a daily inspection to insure correct operating condition. This inspection is 
brief in comparison to the regular periodic inspections. Periodic inspections 
are performed on each piece of equipment after a predetermined number of 
operating hours. 

6. A part of the powered ground equipment shop is used as a control and 
dispatch center for all the equipment. Most of the equipment is dispatched 
each day and some of the equipment is dispatched several times a day. 

7. The maintenance function is being performed at Hamilton in the open, 
crowded into hangars, or in an old warehouse as space permits. Provision of 
this facility is required to provide space for the necessary tools, testing equip- 
ment, and mechanical operating activities associated with the maintenance of 
approximately 350 units of equipment. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


“Funds were requested in the amount of $2,651,000 for the construction of 
shop facilities for ground powered equipment at various locations within the 
Air Force. Information developed by the committee cast serious doubt as to 
the validity of the requirements, particularly as regards the scope and size of 
the buildings and the maximum utilization of existing facilities. The commit- 
tee has denied the request for funds and will expect the Department of Defense 
to make a thorough review of this entire program.” 


K. I. Sawyer Arr Force Base, MIcH. 


Colonel Parknuity. K. I. Sawyer Air Force Base, Mich. There 
are four items. The first three are the repetitive-type items. Shop 
ground powered equipment, shop aircraft maintenance, field, shop 
aircraft engine inspection and repair. 

Mr. Chairman, would you like me to go into the amounts that we 
required in terms of square footage? We covered these in previous 
hearings. We have that information. 

Senator Stennis. You mean on the shop ? 

Colonel Parkumu. Yes. For example, we require 19,700 square 
feet to maintain 347 pieces of ground powered equipment and we are 
requesting that amount. There is nothing available at K. I. Sawyer. 
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The aircraft maintenance shop is required in support of the SAC 
dispersed maintenance. We have a total requirement of 48,000 feet. 
We have under construction 24,000. We are deficient 15,000, and we 
are requesting that amount in this program. Details of the require- 
ments for these three items, and current resources either available or 
under construction to apply to these requirements will be submitted. 

Then the fourth and last item, headquarters squadron is required 
in support of the B-52 and KC 135 squadrons to be deployed to this 
base. 

The House gave no specific reason for deleting this item, and we 
would like to have it restored. 

Senator Stennis. All right, next item. 

(The information and justification follow :) 


K. I, Sawyer AIRportT 


Quantity Appropriation request 
Quantit: existing Quantity 
ired orunder | deficient 
construc- 


Quantity Cost 


(In thou- 
Square feet | Square feet sands) 
32, 218 15, 782 


11, 069 19, 920 358 
0 119,710 


1 Includes covered storage. 
2 Support item for 10,410 square feet of covered storage also included in project cost. 
Hore Conmnay there are no A/C at this base, therefore, the function is not being accomplished. How- 


ever, when the A/C do arrive at the base, existing or facilities under construction will not be adequate to 
support the total base mission. 


K. I. Sawyer Arr Force Bassz, Micu. 


Line item House Restoration 
action requested 


1, Shop, ground powered equipment —$412, 000 +-$412, 000 


2. Shop, A/C maintenance field (Addition) (SAC) —338, 000 +338, 000 
3. Shop, A/C engine inspection and repair (addition) (SAC) __ —358, 000 +358, 000 
4, Headquarters, squadron_ —127, 000 +127, 000 


1, 235, 000 1, 235, 000 


REASON FOR RESTORATION 
Shop, ground powered equipment 


At one time powered ground equipment was processed in the automotive shops. 
At that time the equipment consisted of relatively simple mechanical processes 
which were actually comparable to the vehicular equipment. With the advent 
of the Century Series fighters, higher performance bombers, and new cargo air- 
craft, the ground equipment increased in numbers, sizes and complexity. As an 
example, the following table shows the types of powered ground equipment re- 
quired for fighter interceptors and the increase in number of pieces for the newer 


aircraft. The increase of powered ground equipment for bombers and cargo air- 
craft is comparable. 





820 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION APPROPRIATIONS, 1960 


Numbered units required per squadron 


Equipment 


Motor generators. 

Engine generators 
Hydraulic test stand (gas) 
Hydraulic test stand (electric) 
Air conditioner (gas) 

Air conditioner (electric) 

Air compressor (starting) 
Heaters, electric 

Heaters, gas 

Diesels 60-100-150 kw 

Power supply (alert starting) 


nN 


Total equipment 


The new ground equipment includes nonautomotive features such as gas 
turbine engines and extremely high pressure hydraulic systems. Gas turbine 
engines are the same type engines as those used to power the aircraft and they 
require the same skills to maintain them. The new ground equipment has become 
so complex that it is not compatible with the automotive system of maintenance. 
For example one fighter-interceptor aircraft in use today has radio and electronic 
equipment comparable to 100 radios and 100 television sets. One electric motor 
driven generator must furnish the power for this interceptor during the time 
that maintenance is being accomplished. Automotive skills, tools, and equipment 
are not adequate for ground equipment which has become as complex as the 
aircraft it serves. 

The new construction for powered ground equipment shops requested in the 
fiscal year 1960 military construction program has been thoroughly reviewed 
at each Air Force level from the base where the project originated through 
the Office of the Secretary. These projects are not reviewed as a package for 
the whole Air Force. Even though they are repetitive items, they are reviewed 
individually. This review considers the total base requirement for the end 
position mission and weighs this requirement against all of the existing base 
facilities. 

It is Air Force policy to use existing facilities to the maximum extent whenever 
possible. Often existing facilities cannot be converted to other uses because 
of the stringent requirements of the workload and unusable condition of the 
buildings. For example, old structures quite often do not have the floor loading 
capacity or door sizes to accommodate this new heavy equipment. These same 
structures might not be capable of supporting overhead hoists and monorails 
necessary for maintenance on ground equipment. Maintenance of this equipment 
requires complete rewiring of existing structures to provide the required power. 
When the costs of these ‘modifications are totaled for some existing structures 
they exceed the cost of new buildings. The important point is that when all these 
modifications are completed the resultant facility is still barely adequate for 
powered ground equipment maintenance. 

The size of the powered ground equipment shops was based on the number 
and types of pieces programed to be assigned to the using organizations at 
the fiscal year 1963 time period. Each piece of ground equipment receives a 
daily inspection to insure correct operating condition. This inspection is brief 
in comparison to the regular periodic inspections. Periodic inspections are 
performed on each piece of equipment after a predetermined number of 
operating hours. 

A part of the powered ground equipment shop is used as a control and dispatch 
center for all the equipment. Most of the equipment is dispatched each day 
and some of the equipment is dispatched several times a day. 

Approximately 347 items of ground powered equipment will be maintained 
at this base. No existing facilities are available. 


2. Shop, A/C Maintenance field (additional) (SAC) 
$. Shop, A/C engine inspection and repair (additional) (SAC) 
The decision to convert the strategic force from the home base maintenance 


concept of operation to the maintenance dispersal concept was based on the 
factors described below. 
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The home base maintenance concept provided only minimum maintenance 
facilities at the satellite bases. It was planned that the aircraft would be 
moved to the home base for all heavy maintenance. Subsequently it was deter- 
mined that maintenance of aircraft at their assigned station would provide in- 
creased operational capability and substantial savings in procurement of air- 
craft engines and in annual operating costs including fuel, oil, temporary duty 
travel, and transportation. 

In summary the home base maintenance concept costs $12.5 million more an- 
nually for operating expenses plus $8.8 million as a one-time cost for pipeline 
engines. Maintenance facilities are available at the home bases. It is true 
that by going to the dispersed: maintenance concept and by building the -addi- 
tional facilities requested at the satellite bases the Air Force may generate 
some excess space at home bases. However, the cost of the new facility and 
those made excess is far outweighed by the operating economies and increased 
readiness of the strategic force. 

The requirement for dock or hangar spaces at the home base was considerably 
reduced. The docks and hangar spaces existing at the home bases were not 
constructed specifically to support the home base maintenance concept, but 
were programed prior to even the establishment of satellite bases, as well as, 
prior to approval of the dispersed maintenance concept. The requirement for 
this facility at the dispersal base did not change and since sufficient docks 
were provided through previous construction programs, they are not involved 
in the fiscal year 1960 military construction program request. 

The requirement for periodic maintenance space at the dispersal bases has 
been met by attaching shops to the docks at a nominal cost and this facility is, 
accordingly, not involved in the fiscal year 1960 military construction program. 

In view of the foregoing, the only two facilities which required construction 
in the fiscal year 1960 military construction program to implement the mainte- 
nance dispersal concept are field maintenance shops and engine inspection and 
repair shops. 

Considering the improvement in operational capability, the reduced vulner- 
ability, and the savings involved in nonproductive flying from the home base to 
the dispersal base for maintenance, the implementation of the maintenance 
dispersal concept is a necessity and far outweighs the value of the requested 
facilities and the shops which will be made excess at the home bases. 


4. Headquarters, squadron 


There is currently a deficit of headquarters squadron space at this base for 
the additional six nontactical squadrons assigned, with a total population of 
4,300 personnel. The requested facility is designed to house two squadrons in 
one building, and normally such a structure is built for this function. 

When the B-52 and KC-135 aircraft are deployed to this base, this building will 
be needed by the squadron commander and personnel who will be responsible for 
morning reports, payroll, classification and assignment, mail, sick book, and duty 
rosters for this expanded activity. 

Included in this structure will be supply space for the storage and issue of 
squadron equipment such as blankets, sheets, foot lockers, and expendable house- 
keeping items. There are no existing buildings available that can be utilized for 
this function. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


1. Shop, ground powered equipment 


“Funds were requested in the amount of $2,651,000 for the construction of 
shop facilities for ground powered equipment at various locations within the 
Air Force. Information developed by the committee cast serious doubt as to 
the validity of the requirements, particularly as regards the scope and size of the 
buildings and the maximum utilization of existing facilities. .The committee has 
denied the request for funds and will expect the Department of Defense to make 
a thorough review of this entire program.” 


2. Shop, A/C maintenance field (addition) (SAC) 


8. Shop, A/C engineering inspection and repair (addition) (SAC) 

“Funds in the amount of $5,922,000 were requested in support of SAC dispersed 
maintenance facilities at various locations. The original concept for aircraft 
maintenance in support of the dispersal of SAC units involved the construction 
of facilities at certain locations referred to as “home bases.” These bases would 
each support several SAC units at various locations. Facilities have been con- 
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structed in support of this concept. Now the Air Force desires to abandon this 
concept and permit the maintenance to be performed at each installation where 
SAC aircraft are located. The committee is not convinced of the economy of 
this change or that maximum use is being made of maintenance facilities already 
constructed in support of the SAC mission. Accordingly the funds requested 
have been deleted from the bill and the Department of Defense is expected to 
make a detailed review of this program.” 


4. Headquarters, squadron 


“The reductions made by the committee include * * * $127,000 for squadron 
headquarters buildings at K. I. Sawyer Air Force Base * * *,.” 


Kinross Arr Force Bass, MicuH. 


Colonel Parxumy. Next item is on page 24, Kinross Air Force 
Base, Mich. 

Senator Stennis. All of that is shops 

Colonel Parkumu. Yes, these are a repetitive type items. 

Senator Srennis. I think you ought to state your available footage 
and how much you need in addition and what this is, how much this 


‘Colonel Parxux. The total requirement for the shop, ground 
powered equipment is 19,710 square feet for 347 pieces of ground 
powered equipment. We "have existing 4,000 square feet. We have 
a deficiency of 15,710, and we are requesting this amount. We are 
requesting $159, 000 to ‘provide 5,000 square feet of shop, and 3,000 feet 
of covered storage. 

Concerning the shop, aircraft, maintenance, field, this is an addition 
required for SAC. We require 48,625 square feet and we have exist- 
ing 12,625, under construction 20, 000, leaving a deficiency of 16,000. 

e are requesting a restoration of this item to provide the 16 000 feet 
of maintenance shop. 

On the third item, shop, aircraft, inspection and repair, this is an 
addition for SAC. We require 21 "380 feet and we have under con- 
struction 6,000. That leaves a deficiency of 15,380. We are request- 
ing restoration of this item for 15,380 square feet. Details of the re- 
quirement for these items and current resources available to apply to 
these requirements will be submitted for the record. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

(The information and justification follow :) 


Kinross Arr Force Base 


Quantity Appropriation request 
Quantity existing Quantity 
required or under deficient 

construc- 

tion Quantity 


Square feet | Square feet | Square feet 
a aie maintenance field (SAC) 48, 6! 32, 625 16. 000 16, 000 
A/C engineer inspection and repair 


area C) 21, 6, 000 15, 380 15, 380 
Shop ground powered equipment (SAC)-.. 119, 710 4,000 115, 710 25,000 


1 Includes covered storage. 
2 Support item for 3,000 square feet of covered storage also included in project cost. 


Shop A/C maintenance field 


Work now being performed is in support of the field inspection squadron and 
is being accomplished in 12,625 square feet of shop space which is attached 
to the existing field inspection and field maintenance hangar. The requested 
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item is necessary to provide field maintenance support for the heavy bomber 
and air refueling squadrons which are scheduled to arrive at this base in the 
near future. 


Shop A/C engine inspection and repair (additional) 

Six thousand square feet of shop space is under construction to support the 
field inspection squadron which is currently at Kinross. The requested project is 
required to provide covered facilities for the accomplishment of jet engine minor 
repair and engine buildup of all aircraft assigned to this base and, in particular, 
in support of the heavy bomber and air refueling squadrons. Without this addi- 
tional space the 6,000 square feet facility under construction will be totally 
inadequate to support the total base mission. 


Shop ground power equipment (SAC) 

Work is now accomplished as an interim in an existing Butler building of 
4,000 square feet. This is in support of the field inspection squadron. This fa- 
cility is not adequate for the total requirement. There will be substantial in- 
crease in the ground powered equipment upon arrival of the heavy bomber and 
air refueling squadrons. The present facility will be utilized to partially satisfy 
the requirement for 10,410 square feet of covered storage space when adequate 
shop space becomes available. 


Kinross Arr Force Base, Micu. 


Line item Budget House Restoration 
action requested 


—$159, 000 +$159, 000 
—343, 000 + " 


—285, 000 +285, 000 
—787, 000 +787, 000 


REASON FOR RESTORATION 


1. Shop ground-powered equipment (SAC) 


At one time powered ground equipment was processed in the automotive shops. 
At that time the equipment consisted of relatively simple mechanical processes 
which were actually comparable to the vehicular equipment. With the advent 
of the Century Series fighters, higher performance bombers, and new cargo 
aircraft, the ground equipment increased in numbers, sizes, and complexity. As 
an example, the following table shows the types of powered ground equipment 
required for fighter interceptors and the increase in number of pieces for the 
newer aircraft. The increase of powered ground equipment for bombers and 
cargo aircraft is comparable. 


Number units required per squadron 


Equipment 


Motor pemien 


ngine genera! 
Hydraulic test eal (gas) 
oo test stand (electric) 
conditioner (gas) 


mobwoooweHSe 


z 
& 


102 


The new ground equipment includes nonautomotive features such as gas turbine 
engines and extremely high pressure hydraulic systems. Gas turbine engines are 
the same type engines as those used to power the aircraft and they require the 
same skills to maintain them. The new ground equipment has become so complex 
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that it is not compatible with the automotive system of maintenance. For ex- 
ample, fighter interceptor aircraft in use today has radio and electronic equip- 
ment comparable to 100 radios and 100 television sets. One electric motor driven 
generator must furnish the power for this interceptor during the time that 
maintenance is being accomplished. Automotive skills, tools, and equipment 
are not adequate for ground equipment which has become as complex as the 
aircraft it serves. : 

The new construction for powered ground equipment shops requested in the 
fiscal year 1960 military construction program has been thoroughly reviewed at 
each Air Force level from the base; where the project originated through the 
Office of the Secretary. These projects are not reviewed as a package for the 
whole Air Force. Even though they are repetitive items, they are reviewed 
individually. This review considers the total base requirement for the end 
position mission and weighs this requirement against all of the existing base 
facilities. 

It is Air Force policy to use existing facilities to the maximum extent whenever 
possible. Often existing facilities cannot be converted to other uses because of 
the stringent requirements of the workload and unusable condition of the build- 
ings. For example, old structures quite often do not have the floor loading ca- 
pacity or door sizes to accommodate this new heavy equipment. These same 
structures might not be capable of supporting overhead hoists and monorails 
necessary for maintenance on ground equipment. Maintenance of this equipment 
requires complete rewiring of existing structures to provide the required power. 
When the costs of these modifications are totaled for some existing structures 
they exceed the cost of new buildings. The important point is that when all these 
modifications are completed the resultant facility is still barely adequate for 
powered ground equipment maintenance. 

The size of the powered ground equipment shops were based on the number 
and types of pieces programed to be assigned to the using organizations at the 
fiscal year 1963 time period. Each piece of ground equipment receives a daily 
inspection to insure correct operating condition. This inspection is brief in com- 
parison to the regular periodic inspections. Periodic inspections are performed 
on each piece of equipment after a predetermined number of operating hours. 

A part of the powered ground equipment shop is used as a control and dispatch 
center for all the equipment. Most of the equipment is dispatched each day 
and some of the equipment is dispatched several times a day. 

This project of 5,000 square feet will be in addition to 4,000 square feet exist- 
ing. Approximateley 347 pieces of equipment must be maintained. 


2. Shop, aircraft maintenance field (addition) (SAC) 
3. Shop, aircraft engine inspection and repair (addition) (SAC) 


The decision to convert the strategic force from the home base maintenance 
concept of operation to the maintenance dispersal concept was based on the 
factors described below. 

The home base maintenance concept provided only minimum maintenance 
facilities at the satellite bases. It was planned that the aircraft would be 
moved to the home base for all heavy maintenance. Subsequently it was deter- 
mined that maintenance of aircraft at their assigned station would provide 
increased operational capability and substantial savings in procurement of air- 
craft engines and in annual operating costs including fuel, oil, temporary duty 
travel, and transportation. 

In summary the home base maintenance concept costs $12.5 million more 
annually for operating expenses plus $8.8 million as a one-time cost for pipe- 
line engines. Maintenance facilities are available at the home bases. It is true 
that by going to the dispersed maintenance concept and by building the addi- 
tional facilities requested at the statellite bases the Air Force may generate 
some excess space at home bases. However, the cost of the new facility and 
those made excess is far outweighed by the operating economies and increased 
readiness of the strategic force. 

The requirement for dock or hangar spaces at the home base was considerably 
reduced. The docks and hangar space existing at the home bases were not 
constructed specifically to support the home base maintenance concept, but 
were programed prior to even the establishment of satellite bases, as well as 
prior to approval of the dispersed maintenance concept. The requirements for 
this facility at the dispersal base did not change and since sufficient docks 
the fiscal year 1960 military construction program request. 
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The requirement for periodic maintenance space at the dispersal bases has 
been met by attaching shops to the docks at a nominal cost and this facility is, 
accordingly, not involved in the fiscal year 1960 military construction program. 

In view of the foregoing, the only two facilities which required construction 
in the fiscal year 1960 military construction program to implement the main- 
tenance dispersal concept at Kinross AFB are field maintenance shops and 
engine inspection and repair shops. 

Considering the improvement in operational capability, the reduced vulner- 
ability, and the savings involved in nonproductive flying from the home base to 
the dispersal base for maintenance, the implementation of the maintenance 
dispersal concept is a necessity and far outweighs the value of the requested 
facilities and the shops which will be made excess at the home bases. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


1. Shop ground powered equipment (SAC) 


“Funds were requested in the amount of $2,651,000 for the construction of 
shop facilities for ground powered equipment at various locations within the 
Air Force. Information developed by the committee cast serious doubt as to 
the validity of the requirements, particularly as regards the scope and size of 
the buildings and the maximum utilization of existing facilities. The committee 
has denied the request for funds and will expect the Department of Defense 
to make a thorough review of this entire program.” 


2. Shop, aircraft maintenance field (additional) (SAC) 


3. Shop, aircraft engine inspection and repair (additional) (SAC) 

“Funds in the amount of $5,922,000 were requested in support of SAC dispersed 
maintenance facilities at various locations. The original concept for aircraft 
maintenance in support of the dispersal of SAC units involved the construction 
of facilities at certain locations referred to as ‘home bases.’ These bases would 
each support several SAC units at various locations. Facilities have been 
constructed in support of this concept. Now the Air Force desires to abandon 
this concept and permit the maintenance to be performed at each installation 
where SAC aircraft are located. The committee is not convinced of the economy 
of this change or that maximum use is being made of maintenance facilities 
already constructed in support of the SAC mission. Accordingly, the funds 
requested have been deleted from the bill and the Department of Defense is 
expected to make a detailed review of this program.” 


Minot Arr Force Basg, N. Dak. 


Colonel Parkumn. Next item is on page 28, Minot. This is the 
same situation, we are requesting three items. The ground powered 
equipment shop, maintenance field shop, and the engine inspection 
and repair shop. 

Senator Stennis. How much trouble would it be to have that floor 
space and give it to the reporter ? 

Colonel Parxut. It is already contained in the regular program. 
We can furnish that for the record, sir. 

Senator Srennis. You mean it is in these sheets here? 

Colonel Parxut. It is in the regular books, but we can furnish 
this for this record. 

Mr. Grepens. On the shops, sir, we can provide a listing completely 
by base of the shops involved with what we have available. 

Senator Stennis. We don’t want to put all of this writing here in 
the record. It makes it too voluminous. You didn’t have this 
figured up for the House, did you? 

Mr. Surrr. Yes, sir, it was in the Air Force Form 161, which indi- 
cated the existing square footage as well as what was under con- 
struction, and therefore indicating also the deficiency. 

Senator Srennis. That is already before the House. 





826 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION APPROPRIATIONS, 1960 


Colonel Parkuiu. Yes, sir, those are in the formal submissions 
that we made to the House and to your committee, sir. 

Senator Stennis. I would like for you to put it in here though 
anyway. I think you could just supply it for the record rather than 
read it out each time. 

Colonel Parxumu. The details of the requirements for these shops 
and current resources available to apply to the requirements will be 
submitted for the record. 

(The information and justification follow : 


Minor Arr Force Base 


Quantity 


Quantit or under uantity 
somuieed —- eficient 
ion 


Appropriation request 


Quantity 


feet et 
Shop aircraft maintenance field (SAC)--.- Sree oo Sets foo Seats S00 Seu f00 
Sbop aircraft engine inspection and repair- 


ing (SAC) 11, 069 10, 139 10, 139 


21, 208 
Sbop ground powered equipment (SAC)... 119,710 4, 297 115, 413 2 5,000 


1 Includes covered storage. 
? Support item for 6,810 square feet of covered storage also included in project cost. 
Nore.—Currently there are no aircraft at this base, therefore, the function*is not now being accom- 


plished. However, when the aircraft do arrive at the base, existing or facilities under construction will 
not be adequate to support the total base mission. 


Minor Arr Force Bass, N. Dax. 


Line item udge House Restoration 
action requested 


ground powered otguent BOGh 
op aircraft maintenance field (addition) (SAC) 
aircraft engine inspection and repair (addition) (SAC)- 


REASON FOR RESTORATION 
1. Shop ground powered equipment (SAC) 


At one time powered ground equipment was processed in the automotive shops. 
At that time the equipment consisted of relatively simple mechanical processes 
which were actually comparable to the vehicular equipment. With the advent 
of the Century series fighters, higher performance bombers, and new cargo 
aircraft, the ground equipment increased in numbers, sizes, and complexity. As 
an example, the following table shows the types of powered ground equipment 
required for fighter interceptors and the increase in number of pieces for the 


newer aircraft. The increase of powered ground equipment for bombers and 
cargo aircraft is comparable. 
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1. Shop ground powered equipment (SAC) 


The new ground equipment includes nonautomotive features such as gas tur- 
bine engines and extremely high pressure hydraulic systems. Gas turbine 
engines are the same type engines as those used to power the aircraft and they 
require the same skills to maintain them. The new ground equipment has be- 
come so complex that it is not compatible with the automotive system of main- 
tenance. For example 1 fighter interceptor aircraft in use today has radio and 
electronic equipment comparable to 100 radios and 100 television sets. One 
electric motor-driven generator must furnish the power for this interceptor 
during the time that maintenance is being accomplished. Automotive skills, 
tools, and equipment are not adequate for ground equipment which has become 
as complex as the aircraft it serves. 

The new construction for powered ground equipment shops requested in the 
fiscal year 1960 military construction program has been thoroughly reviewed at 
each Air Force level from the base; where the project originated, through the 
Office of the Secretary. These projects are not reviewed as a package for the 
whole Air Force. Even though they are repetitive items, they are reviewed 
individually. This review considers the total base requirement for the end 
position mission and weighs this requirement against all of the existing base 
facilities. 

It is Air Force policy to use existing facilities to the maxmum extent when- 
ever possible. Ofter existing facilities cannot be converted to other uses because 
of the stringent requirements of the workload and unusable condition of the 
buildings. For example, old structures quite often do not have the floor loading 
capacity or door sizes to accommodate this new heavy equipment. These same 
structures might not be capable of supporting overhead hoists and monorails 
necessary for maintenance on ground equipment. Maintenance of this equip- 
ment requires complete rewiring of existing structures to provide the required 
power. When the costs of these modifications are totaled for some existing 
structures they exceed the cost of new buildings. The important point is that 
when all these modifications are completed the resultant facility is still barely 
adequate for powered ground equipment maintenance. 

The size of the powered ground equipment shops were based on the number 
and types of pieces programed to be assigned to the using organizations at the 
fiscal year 1963 time period. Each piece of ground equipment receives a daily 
inspection to insure correct operating condition. This inspection is brief in com- 
parison to the regular periodic inspections. Periodic inspections are performed 
on each piece of equipment after a predetermined number of operating hours. 

A part of the powered ground equipment shop is used as a control and dis- 
patch center for all the equipment. Most of the equipment is dispatched each 
day and some of the equipment is dispatched several times a day. 

Minot AFB is a new base being constructed from scratch. The proposed 
project of 5,000 square feet is in addition to 4,297 square feet previously approved 
due to addition of the SAC mission. There are no existing facilities for this 
purpose, 
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2. Shop, aircraft maintenance, field (additional) (SAC) 
8. Shop, aircraft engine inspection and repair (additional) (SAC) 

The decision to convert the strategic force from the home base maintenance 
concept of operation to the maintenance dispersal concept was based on the 
factors described below. 

The home base maintenance concept provided only minimum maintenance 
facilities at the satellite bases. It was planned that the aircraft would be moved 
to the home base for all heavy maintenance. Subsequently it was determined 
that maintenance of aircraft at their assigned station would provide increased 
operational capability and substantial savings in procurement of aircraft engines 
and in annual operating costs including fuel, oil, temporary duty travel, and 
transportation. 

In summary the home base maintenance concept costs $12.5 million more 
annually for operating expenses plus $8.8 million as a one-time cost for pipe- 
line engines. Maintenance facilities are availabe at the home bases. It is true 
that by going to the dispersed maintenance concept and by building the addi- 
tional facilities requested at the satellite bases the Air Force may generate some 
excess space at home bases. However, the cost of the new facility and those 
made excess is far outweighed by the operating economies and increased readi- 
ness of the strategic force. 

The requirement for dock or hangar spaces at the home base was consider- 
ably reduced. The docks and hangar spaces existing at the home bases were 
not constructed specifically to support the home base maintenance concept, but 
were programed prior to even the establishment of satellite bases, as well as, 
prior to approval of the dispersed maintenance concept. The requirement for 
this facility at the dispersal base did not change and since sufficient docks were 
provided through previous construction programs, they are not involved in the 
fiscal year 1960 military construction program request. 

The requirement for periodic maintenance space at the dispersal bases has 
been met by attaching shops to the docks at a nominal cost and this facility is, 
accordingly, not involved in the fiscal year 1960 military construction program. 

In view of the foregoing, the only two facilities which required construction 
in the fiscal year 1960 military construction program to implement the main- 
tenance dispersal concept are field maintenance shops and engine inspection and 
repair shops. 

Considering the improvement in operational capability, the reduced vulner- 
ability, and the savings involved in nonproductive flying from the home base to 
the dispersal base for maintenance, the implementation of the maintenance dis- 
persal concept is a necessity and far outweighs the value of the requested facili- 
ties and the shops which will be made excess at the home bases. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


1. Shop, ground powered equipment (SAC) 

“Funds were requested in the amount of $2,651,000 for the construction of shop 
facilities for ground powered equipment at various locations within the Air 
Force. Information developed by the committee cast serious doubt as to the 
validity of the requirements, particularly as regards the scope and size of the 
buildings and the maximum utilization of existing facilities. The committee 
has denied the request for funds and will expect the Department of Defense to 
make a thorough review of this entire program.” 

2. Shop, aircraft maintenance, field (additional) (SAC) 
8. Shop, aircraft engine inspection and repair (additional) (SAC) 

“Funds in the amount of $5,922,000 were requested in support of SAC dispersed 
maintenance facilities at various locations. The original concept for aircraft 
maintenance in support of the dispersal of SAC units involved the construction of 
facilities at certain locations referred to as ‘home bases.’ These bases would 
each support several SAC units at various locations. Facilities have been con- 
structed in support of this concept. Now the Air Force desires to abandon this 
concept and permit the maintenance to be performed at each installation where 
SAC aircraft are located. The committee is not convinced of the economy of 
this change or that maximum use is being made of maintenance facilities 
already constructed in support of the SAC mission. Accordingly the funds 
requested have been deleted from the bill and the Department of Defense is 
expected to make a detailed review of this program.” 
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Otis AiR Force BAssE, Mass. 


Colonel Parxutiy. Otis Air Force Base. This is another repetitive 
type item, shop, ground powered equipment. 

Senator Srennis. All right, the usual explanation will go in the 
record on that one. 

Proceed. 

Colonel Parkuity. Details of the requirement for this item, and 
current resources available to apply to this requirement, will be sub- 
mitted for the record. 

(The information and justification follow :) 


Otis Air Force Base 


Quantity Appropriation request 
Quantity existing Quantity 
required or under deficient 
construc- 
tion Quantity Cost 


Square feet | Square feet | Square feet | Square feet 
Shop, ground powered equipment 121, 390 5, 971 15, 419 9, 300 $188, 000 


1 Includes covered storage. 


Work is now accomplished as an interim measure in three separate locations 
(buildings) totaling 5,971 square feet. In building 158, 2,200 square feet of 
hangar floorspace is being utilized. Although this building is an existing 
permanent structure, such utilization is unsatisfactory as it does not have 
adequate heat or lighting facilities. In addition to the above, 1,368 square feet 
of space is being utilized in an old portable temporary warehouse (building 
3146) and 2,408 square feet of space in building 3189, a portable Butler building. 
Since the latter two buildings are temporary structures, it is planned to raze them 
when other facilities are available to satisfy this requirement. 


Otis Arr Force Bass, Mass. 


Line item Budget House Restoration 
request action requested 


1, Shop, powered ground equipment $188, 000 —$188, 000 +$188, 000 


REASON FOR RESTORATION 


At one time powered ground equipment was processed in the automotive shops. 
At that time the equipment consisted of relatively simple mechanical processes 
which were actually comparable to the vehicular equipment. With the advent 
of the Century series fighters, higher performance bombers, and new cargo 
aircraft, the ground equipment increased in numbers, sizes, and complexity. As 
an example, the following table shows the types of powered ground equipment 
required for fighter interceptors and the increase in number of pieces for the 
newer aircraft. The increase of powered ground equipment for bombers and 
cargo aircraft is comparable. 
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Number units required per squadron 
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The new ground equipment includes nonautomotive features such as gas 
turbine engines and extremely high pressure hydraulic systems. Gas turbine 
engines are the same type engines as those used to power the aircraft and they 
require the same skills to maintain them: The new ground equipment has be- 
come so complex that it is not compatible with the automotive system of main- 
tenance. For example, one fighter interceptor aircraft in use today has radio 
and electronic equipment comparable to 100 radios and 100 television sets. One 
electric motor-driven generator must furnish the power for this interceptor 
during the time that maintenance is being accomplished. Automotive skills, 
tools, and equipment are not adequate for ground equipment which has become 
as complex as the aircraft it serves. 

The new construction for powered ground equipment shops requested in the 
fiscal year 1960 military construction program has been thoroughly reviewed at 
each Air Force level from the base where the project originated through the 
Office of the Secretary. These projects are not reviewed as a package for the 
whole Air Force. Even though they are repetitive items they are reviewed 
individually. This review considers the total base requirement for the end 
position mission and weighs this requirement against all of the existing base 
facilities. 

It is Air Force policy to use existing facilities to the maximum extent when- 
ever possible. Often existing facilities cannot be converted to other uses be- 
cause of the stringent requirements of the workload and unusable condition 
of the buildings. For example, old structures quite often do not have the floor 
loading capacity or door sizes to accommodate this new heavy equipment. These 
same structures might not be capable of supporting overhead hoists and mono- 
rails necessary for maintenance on ground equipment. Maintenance of this 
equipment requires complete rewiring of existing structures to provide the 
required power. When the costs of these modifications are totaled for some 
existing structures they exceed the cost of new buildings. The important 
point is that when all these modifications are completed the resultant facility 
is still barely adequate for powered ground equipment maintenance. 

The size of the powered ground equipment shops was based on the number 
and types of pieces programed to be assigned to the using organizations at the 
fiscal year 1963 time period. Bach piece of ground equipment receives a daily 
inspection to insure correct operating condition. This inspection is brief in com- 
parison to the regular periodic inspections. Periodic inspections are performed 
on each piece of equipment after a predetermined number of operating hours. 

A part of the powered ground equipment shop is used as a control and dis- 
patch center for all the equipment. Most of the equipment is dispatched each 
day and some of the equipment is dispatched several times a day. 

The Air Force is using such structures as are economically feasible to use 
at Otis AFB for this purpose. The requested 9,300 square foot building will 
provide a nucleus for this operation which will necessarily still require use 
of other space. 

HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


“Funds were requested in the amount of $2,651,000 for the construction of 
shop facilities for ground powered equipment at various locations within the 
Air Force. Information developed by the committee cast serious doubt as to the 
validity of the requirements, particularly as regards the scope and size of the 
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puildings and the maximum utilization of existing facilities. The committee 
has denied the request for funds and will expect the Department of Defense 
to make a thorough review of this entire program.” 


TynpDALL Arr Force BASE, FLA. 


Colonel Parkuiw. Tyndall Air Force Base. The item here is 
control tower. The House has reduced our budget request by $29,000 
stating that the committee fails to see the need for an elevator in 
the tower. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to point out that this tower is 9 stories 
high, that there is a requirement to carry equipment up and down 
in this tower. It operates on a 24-hour-a-day basis. This is the 
weapons employment center at Tyndall and there is very high air 
trafic density. We feel that this will be a very busy activity. There 
will be situations where the airdrome officer will have to go up in the 
tower quickly to handle inflight emergencies and we request restora- 
tion of this amount. 

Senator Srennis. Next item? 

(The justification follows:) 


Tynpatt Arr Force Bass, Fua. 


Line item Budget House Restoration 
request action requested 
ee hen on eae eanaen $176, 000 —$29, 000 +$29, 000 


REASON FOR RESTORATION 


The need for an elevator in a control tower is twofold. The first and 
primary reason for providing such an item is to facilitate the expeditious and 
safe delivery or removal of the control tower equipment when it has to be 
replaced or repaired. Of secondary consideration, although it is the function 
which will make the most frequent use of the elevator, is the use by the personnel 
who operate the tower on a 24-hour basis, and also for rapid access of the air- 
drome officer in the event of an airborne emergency or aircraft in distress. Such 
a utility will make it possible for these highly trained and critical personnel 
to be at their “control” station more efficiently and safely. 

Tyndall AFB (Weapons Employment Center) is one of only two bases which 
provide ADC fighter interceptors with the firing range and other facilities 
required for realistic employment of their aircraft and weapons systems, to 
include actual firing of aircraft armament. The flying mission of this base 
requires the control of an average of one landing and takeoff per 60 seconds. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


“The committee fails to see the need for such an elevator in the tower.” 
OLMSTED AIR Force BASE, Pa. 


Colonel ParkuiLy. Page 36, Olmsted, Pa. “Shop, missile,” this 
is a modification project. The House delected $1,037,000 for this. 
This project provides for modification of around 32,000 square feet of 
existing shop space for the maintenance of the GAR missile. I would 
like to call on Colonel Stone to give an explanation of the requirement 
for this important facility. 

Colonel Stone. Mr. Chairman, the House questioned this facility 
and I would like to quote from their questioning. 


42550—_59——_53 
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They stated, “The committee feels that an additional study is 
required as to the utilization of private facilities for this work, and 
that a study should be made of facilities of the Department of the 
Navy which the Air Force testified they had not considered.” 

That is a two-part question and I would like to answer each part. 

First, regarding the additional study required of utilization of pri- 
vate facilities, This study was previously made originally in 1957 as 
we started with the GAR 1 and 2, the Hughes Aircraft Co. was doing 
the depot level maintenance contract as is our Air Force policy on a 
new item coming into the inventory. As the depot maintenance work- 
load increased the Hughes Aircraft Co. requested $1 million for addi- 
tional facilities for them to continue the large depot maintenance 
workload as they forecast it. 

The Air Force did not a with this program, and made a rear- 
rangement of the workload at Middletown in order to take on the 
GAR 1 and the GAR 2. So we did not expend that million dollars 
at that time but we did survey industry. 

The program now has gone on to the GAR 3 and the GAR 4, and 
we are also doing the 3 and the 4 at Middletown at the present time. 

We now are planning the 9 and 11 which is coming into the inven- 
tory, and this construction is for modifying a building at Olmsted to 
be able to also do the GAR 9 and the GAR 11. 

Regarding the second part of the question as pertains to the Navy. 
As you probably know, at present we are working with the Navy on 
the GAR 8. The reason for separation of the GAR 8 from the other 
GAR missiles is due to the guidance system. 

The GAR 1, 2, 3 and 4, 9, and 11 are a radar-type guidance missile 
system, whereas the GAR 8, commonly known as the Giderine, has 
an infrared guidance system, and is now maintained contractually 
with the Navy. 

Any facilities the Navy had available would likewise require the 
same amount of modification as does the facility at Middletown. In 
this way we have our maintenance facilities in the Middletown area, 
which is also the primary area of the employment of the GAR mis- 

sile. This is, of course, due to our population concentration from the 
Chicago area through the New England area and on down through 
the east coast. 

So we have this centrally located, cutting down our transportation 
costs. 

Senator Srennis. Anything else now? Thank you very much, 
Colonel. 

Colonel Parxuity. That is the only item at Olmsted. 

(The justification follows :) 


Otmstep Arr Force Bass, Pa. 


Line item Budget House Restoration 
request action requested 


$1, 037, 000 | —$1, 037,000 | +$1, 037, 000 
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REASON FOR RESTORATION 


1. The selection of Middletown Air Materiel Area Depot as a major overhaul 
depot for the GAR missiles was made in 1957 and based upon an Air Force 
study which disclosed that no other suitable Air Force facilities exist in this 
geographical area to handle GAR-1 and GAR-2 maintenance. Throughout the 
programed life of GAR missiles the majority of the deployment will be in the 
eastern portion of the United States, thereby making Middletown the most 
logical location for the overhaul and management functions. The original plan 
was to accomplish maintenance overhaul of the GAR missiles contractually. 
However, as production programs for the GAR missiles progressed, the selected 
source repeatedly advised the Air Force that its existing facilities would not 
fulfill both the production and maintenance requirements of the future. In early 
1957, the source requested a complete and separate overhaul facility expansion 
for missile maintenance support amounting to 51,000 square feet at a cost of 
approximately $1 million. The request further stated that if such construction 
was not approved, maintenance support beyond December 31, 1957, could not 
be accomplished. The facility ,cost would have provided for the accomplish- 
ment of depot level maintenance of the GAR-1 and GAR-2 missiles only. Ac- 
cordingly, in 1958, depot maintenance activities at the Middletown Depot were 
rearranged to provide adequate facilities for the GAR-1 and GAR-2 missiles. 
No funds for modernization or new construction were required. In addition, 
personnel in sufficient quantities and with the necessary basic skills were avail- 
able at Middletown with a minor readjustment in workloads. The Middletown 
Depot is the prime depot for aircraft instrument repair. The skills developed 
for the repair of instruments can be utilized in the overhaul of the GAR guid- 
ance systems. The use of the Air Force depot for the maintenance of GAR mis- 
siles is consistent with Air Force policy to use its depot work force and fa- 
cilities to accomplish maintenance work projects which contribute most to full 
tactical capability in the event of an emergency and to provide a maintenance 
readiness capability to support the combat forces. 

2. In addition to the GAR-1 and GAR-2 missiles, the Air Force, at the present 
time, is beginning to use the GAR-3 and GAR-4 missiles. Shortly after the time 
the requested facility at Olmsted Air Force Base will be completed, the require- 
ment for overhaul of the GAR-9 and GAR-11 missiles will become a reality. 
The requested modification to existing facilities will provide the capability to 
accomplish depot level maintenance on all six types of GAR missiles at approxi- 
mately the same facility cost as would have been required by the contractor for 
only two types. 

3. Close coordination between the Navy and the Air Force is maintained with 
respect to GAR missiles. No Navy facilities were considered for overhaul of 
Air Force GAR missiles because no Navy facilities exist in which this work 
could be performed without modifications of the same type and cost as those 
requested for the Middletown Depot facility. Overhaul of the Air Force GAR-8 
missile, however, is accomplished for the Air Force by the Navy under contract. 
This is done because the GAR-S8 is the Air Force version of the Navy SIDE 
WINDER and economies result from such an arrangement. The Air Force 
family of GAR missiles (GAR-1, 2, 3, 4, 9, and 11) utilizes gyroguidance systems 
which are entirely different from the system used in the GAR-8. A combined 
oe for the overhaul of the GAR-8 with any other missile is, therefore, not 
easible. 

4. Often existing maintenance space, which was entirely adequate for World 
War II, does not provide the dust-free, humidity-controlled atmospheric condi- 
tions which the complex equipment of today demands. Fortunately, the Middle- 
town Depot has a building which can be modernized to provide the strict environ- 
mental conditions which the complexity of these missiles imposes. As in industry, 
facilities must keep pace with technological developments or an unacceptable 
degradation of effectiveness will result. Wherever possible, it is Air Force policy 
to make use of existing structures and simply provide such alterations as will 
make the existing structures usable for the overhaul of the more modern 
weapons. This project for Middletown proposes to make approximately 32,000 
Square feet of such space usable for overhaul of new GAR missiles programed 
through the 1965 time period and beyond. It is considered to be the most eco- 
nomical manner in which the requirement can be satisfied and is therefore in 
the best interests of the Government. 
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HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


“Funds requested in the amount of $1,037,000 for a guided missile shop at 
Olmsted Air Force Base, Pennsylvania, have been denied. The committee 
feels that an additional study is required as to the utilization of private facilities 
for this work and that a study should be made of facilities of the Department 
of the Navy which the Air Force testified they had not considered.” 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, AIR NATIONAL GUARD 


Senator Stennis. We will hear General Wilson. 

General Witson. Mr. Chairman, I have one item. 

This is a $560,000 item in Honolulu for the construction of 

Senator Stennis. The chairman is already fully familiar with that 

roject, General, but I wish you would cover it for the record and the 
information of those who may not be familiar with it. 

General Wison. Yes, sir. This hangar, the House said this was 
out of line with normal construction for a hangar and if it was just 
a hangar I would agree with them, but in the facilities that we build, 
which we call a hangar and operating facility, we include the main- 
tenance shop, the operation and training portion, the engine shop, the 
simulator building, and put it all together. By doing that we save 
about a million dollars in the hangar rather than building it as a 
hangar in each separate facility. 

We feel that the $560,000 should be restored and that we be able 
to complete the facility. 

Now as recently as July 20 we got a Corps of Engineers estimate 
back on this facility and they again substantiated that the cost of 
the total facility would be the $3.2 million which we originally asked 
and which is in the authorization bill, sir. 


SITE FOR PROGRAM 


Senator Srennis. You already have a site for this program, do 
you not? 

General Wison. Yes, on Hickam Field. The area belongs to the 
Federal Government. We are building on Federal Government 
property. 

Senator Stennis. And this includes not only what is ordinarily 
called a hangar but includes what now you say, the shops? 

General Wixson. It includes the maintenance shops, the operation, 
training, and administrative rooms, the classrooms, the engine shops, 
and a simulator room which is normally a separate building. We 
have consolidated it and by consolidating we feel we will save about 
a million dollars. 

Senator Stennis. And all of those items you have mentioned ordi- 
narily appear in separate line items here, do they not, sir? 

General Witson. Yes, sir. We have consolidated them in the 
guard to cut down on space requirements to increase the efficiency of 
the building and because we wanted to cut down on the costs, sir. 

Senator Stennis. This is the same money that you picked up anyway 
somewhere else, isn’t it? 

General Wirson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. And it got put in the authorization bill? 

General Wuson. That’s right. 
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Senator Stennis. I’m going to recommend the Wilson system and 
put all these other facilities in the hangars and we will save more 
money. Anything else on this? 

General Wuson. That is all, sir. 

Senator Stennis. This is the same item that was authorized this 
year, is it not? 

General Witson. Yes, sir; it is in the authorization bill. 

(The justification follows :) 


Mucirary Construction, Air NATIONAL GUARD 


(P. 6, line 6) 
Sy rN a i gre oe * $12, 000, 000 
ni a cl i sec ara ne a 17, 000, 000 
Ia NC cl et Ee as 16, 440, 000 


2 Included in single Air National Guard appropriation for fiscal year 1959. 
The Department of the Air Force requests the following amendment: 


PROPOSED AMENDMENT 


Page 6, line 6, strike out “$16,440,000” and insert in lieu thereof “$17,000,000,” 
an increase of $560,000 over the House committee approved appropriation. 


EFFECT OF PROPOSED AMENDMENT 


Restoration of the House committee cut of $560,000 in the appropriation: 
“Military construction, Air National Guard,” for fiscal year 1960 will provide 
(1) the minimum funds required for the execution of the Air National Guard 
military construction program during fiscal year 1960 in the amount of $17 
million. 


HOUSE COMMITTEE REPORT 


The House committee report recommends: (1) An appropriation for fiscal year 
1960 of $16,440,000 for “Military construction, Air National Guard,” a reduction 
of $560,000. 


JUSTIFICATION OF PROPOSED AMENDMENT 


The Department of the Air Force requests restoration in the amount of $560,- 
000 under this appropriation to permit the orderly progression of the Air Na- 
tional Guard construction program. The reduction by the House committee 
was based on recent cost experiences of the military services in this area. By 
the very nature of the austere Air National Guard program the hangar facili- 
ties at Hickam Air Force Base are designed to serve a multiple purpose to in- 
clude hangar space, maintenance shops, administrative and training space, flight 
simulator, ete. This accounts for the slight increase in unit cost for this item 
and is not comparable to any facility construction in this area by the military 
services. The cost estimates as reflected in the estimate were provided by the 
Corps of Engineers, which is the construction agency in this case, and the esti- 
mate has been revalidated as late as July 20, 1959, and is based on onsite condi- 
tions involving additional costs for fundamental grading and drainage, site 
preparation, and outside utilities. 


I. Hickam Arr Force Bast, Hawatt 





Line item Budget House Restoration 
request action requested 
Bi SEIN; RINNE WORE ois dscns coniceneecdaneidcascnun $2, 465, 900 —$560, 000 $560, 000 





PEG dnddidaceouseneenneccanconhsceasbaterndonsenccbecs 2, 465, 900 — 560, 000 560, 000 
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II, REASON FOR RESTORATION REQUEST 


Hangar, Reserve Forces 


1. Restoration in the amount of $560,000 is requested by the Department of the 
Air Force to insure that the contract award for this urgent required facility 
ean be executed during fiscal year 1960. The amount requested by the Air Force 
is based on estimates developed by the Corps of Engineers, which is the con- 
struction agency in this case, and revalidated as late as July 20, 1959. These 
estimates are based on onsite conditions involving additional costs for funda- 
mental grading and drainage, site preparation, and outside utilities, and are in 
line with current construction costs in this area. This facility is difficult to 
compare with other facilities constructed by other military services in this area. 
Its design is unique in that under Air National Guard requirements a facility 
of this nature must service a multiple purpose to include maintenance, engine 
build-up shops, administration and training, flight simulator, medical, food 
service, etc. This type of design has been determined to best provide the 
essential operational type facilities required by the Air National Guard. It is 
for this reason that comparisons with other military type facilities is not 
practical. 

The Air National Guard unit of Hickam is scheduled for conversion in 
century type aircraft at an early date. This hangar is to provide adequate 
facilities for the proper maintenance and operation of these aircraft. Since this 
unit is providing 24-hour-a-day air defense support for the Hawaiian Islands 
it is essential that it be provided with the aircraft and facilities to perform 
this important mission. This reduction by the House committee could conceivably 
preclude the timely execution of this essential construction in that the project 
would have to be recleared with the Appropriation Committees if the Corps of 
Engineers estimates prove to be more accurate. 


UI. HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


1. Hangar, Reserve Forces 


1. The reduction made by the committee relates solely to the construction of 
a hangar at Hickam Air Force Base, T.H., and is made to bring the cost into 
line with recent cost experiences of the military services in this area. 


COMMITTEE RECESS 


Senator Stennis. Thank you very much, General. 

We will adjourn until tomorow at 10 :30. 

(Whereupon, at 5:20 p.m., Tuesday, anaes 11, 1959, the hearing 
n 


was recessed, to reconvene at 10°30 a.m., Wednesday, August 12, 1959.) 
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WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 12, 1959 


U.S. Senate, 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, 
Washington, D.C. 
The committee met in room 1114, New Senate Office Building at 
10:05 a.m., pursuant to recess, Hon. John Stennis, chairman of the 
subcommittee, presiding. 


Present: Senators Stennis, Chavez, and Saltonstall. 


STATEMENT OF MAJ. GEN. A. M. MINTON, DIRECTOR OF CIVIL 
ENGINEERING, U.S. AIR FORCE; ACCOMPANIED BY COL. W. H. 
PARKHILL, J. R. GIBBENS, COL. M. T. EDMONDS, DIRECTORATE 
OF ENGINEERING ; HERBERT SUFIT, DIRECTORATE OF BUDGET; 
COL. ROBERT P. BALDWIN, DIRECTORATE OF OPERATIONS; 
BRIG. GEN. B. C. HARRISON, DIRECTOR OF PERSONNEL PRO- 
CUREMENT AND TRAINING; COL. J. C. CARMICHAEL, SURGEON 
GENERAL; AND COL. J. B. WILLIAMS, ASSISTANT FOR DEVELOP- 
MENT PROGRAMING 


CHAIRMAN’s STATEMENT 


Senator Stennis. Gentlemen of the committee, as we go through 
these matters, we are trying to assemble some of these items according 
to subject matter, although they are in different categories and differ- 
ent services. 

For instance, these scientific laboratories. We can get the whole 
picture and then apply it specifically to each one in the services. 

Also on some of these presentations the Air Force made a very im- 
pressive showing yesterday by graphs with reference to special shops 
to take care of what I call the ultimate weapons like B—52’s and all. 

Very expensive machinery is required. So with that presentation, 
and_ we are going to have those graphs presented in small form too 
for the record, when we come to these now, if it is all right today, we 
will just let them refer to their showing the other day and that will 
be an explanation of that item. 


837 
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Mr. Clerk, you assemble kindred matters now as we go through so 
when we go to mark up the bill, we can readily have the picture 
before us. 

All right. We will start now where we left off yesterday, Air 
Materiel Command. 

The next item is on page 38. 


Wricut-Patrerson Air Force Base, Onto 


Senator Srennis. Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Ohio, is that 
correct? 

Colonel ParKuiu. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Proceed, Colonel. 

Colonel Parxuitit. The House committee deleted three projects. 
The first is for an academic facility for the Air Institute of Tech- 
nology. The House denied this because it felt that consideration 
should be given to the use of existing facilities and private educa- 
tional institutions. 

Senator Stennis. That is the item Secretary Douglas mentioned of 
$5 million. 

Colonel Parxuity. He mentioned that we wished to reclama that 
for $5 million. 

Senator Cuavez. Let me understand. Instead of reclamaing $7.4 
million you are reclamaing $5 million. 

Colonel Parxuiuu. That’s right, sir. 

Senator Stennis. This is for existing work that is being carried on 
now. It is a question of getting what is considered the necessary 
facilities to properly carry on the work. 

Colonel Parxuitu. That’s right, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Is that correct? 

Colonel ParkuiLu. Yes, and we have General Harrison from the 
Directorate of Personnel Procurement and Training here to discuss 
this project. 

Senator Stennis. All right, General, we are very glad to hear from 
you. Will you proceed? 

General Harrison. Senators, I have submitted a rather detailed if 
not voluminous reclama to the House action in this case. However, 
I would like to cover some of the highlightl. 

Senator Srennis. All right, sir, we will be glad to have you do it. 


Arr Force INstTITUTE oF TECHNOLOGY 


General Harrison. The Air Force Institute of Technology was first 
organized in 1919 and has operated almost continuously since. It was 
stopped for a short time during World War II. At first it was the 
Air Corps Engineering School, and in 1946 General Twining, who at 
that time was the Commander of the Air Materiel Command, dedi- 
cated the new Air Force Institute of Technology. This school trains 
Air Force officers and enlisted men in undergraduate and graduate 
college type courses only for specific needs of the Air Force. 

In other words, we are not particularly interested or primarily 
interested in increasing the educational level of the Air Force. 





| dl a EE 


2 nm 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION APPROPRIATIONS, 1960 839 


We are primarily interested in training people to do a specific job. 
Now this school has grown over the years, and we have consulted all 
of the leading university personnel of the United States to assist us 
in this growth. We have a yearly board of visitors who examine the 
school and how it is operating as a board of visitors does for almost 
any university. 

AUTHORIZATION 


In 1954 Congress authorized the Air Force Institute of Technology 
to be accredited. We operated with both a resident school and a 
portion of the operations is carried on in civilian universities. 

I have a chart here that will graphically portray that. You will 
note this is the 1960 fiscal year program. On the left we have the 
resident program which is conducted at Wright-Patterson Air Force 
Base. You will notice that there are 495 students programed to go 
to those schools during that year.. The total production to date has 
been 5,274, I believe. On the right column are the students that attend 
civilian institutions. They are at Yale, Harvard, MIT, California 
Institute of Technology, George Washington. They run the gamut. 
It depends upon the type of course they teach and the particular 
subject. 

Most of this training is in the Aeronautic Engineering Sciences. 

However, there is some training in management and some training 
in foreign languages. You will note that of a total enrollment of 4,959, 
only 10 percent is in the resident school. You might say why not put 
it all in the universities and colleges? 

In fact that is what the Congress mentioned. 


RIDENOUR REPORT 


I would like to read a portion of the Ridenour report which was 
made by Dean Ridenour who was the president of the University of 
Illinois I believe. I think that will answer that question. 

He states: 


The question may be asked why need the Air Force have its own graduate school 
of engineering? Why not depend upon civilian institutions already in existence 
for the advance study and research of interest to the personnel of the Air Force? 
These questions have two ready and compelling answers. 

First of all, the Air Force is concerned with the engineering of weapons which 
often have no civil counterpart. Thus the study of terminal ballistics and radio- 
logical warfare and of many other matters is not the proper business of the civilian 
institution. Such topics can be best handled in a service establishment, second, 
the Air Force has at Wright Patterson and will have at Air Research and Develop- 
ment Command— 


by the way the great portion of all the laboratories practically of the 
Air Research Development and Command are at Wright-Patterson, 
not all of them but the great majority of them. 


Wright Air Development Center has facilities for specialized research which are 
unmatched in civilian institutions and which cannot be duplicated without large 
and unjustifiable expense. The facilities should be used for research in the 
proposed development of the Air Institute of Technology. 

This is the most direct and immediate way of insuring that they are so used. 
The Air Institute of Technology should be made into a graduate school of engineer- 
ing ranking with the best civilian schools in this category and having specific 
objectives derived from the needs of the Air Force. 
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These schools at Wright-Patterson are accredited. 

You asked if it has been going on since 1919, why do we request 
now the sum of $5 million to build a school? 

Senator Stennis. I didn’t exactly ask that. 

General Harrison. Some people did. 

Senator Stennis. That does come to mind. That is a good way to 
put it, too. 

Go ahead. 


REPORT OF BOARD OF VISITORS 


General Harrison. I would like to read a report of the Board of 
Visitors, the chairman of which was John Hannah, president of Mich- 
igan State University, which I think will answer this question. Every 
Board of Visitors has commented on this, but I think this is extremely 
well written. 

Senator Cuavez. General, President Hannah I know is a member 
of the Board of Visitors to the Air Academy? 

General Harrison. Yes. 

Senator Cuavez. Is it in his capacity of being a member of the 
Air Force Academy that he goes to Wright-Patterson? 

General Harrison. No, sir. 

Senator Cuavez. That is separate? 

General Harrison. This was written in 1957 when he was on the 
Board of Visitors of the Air University under which the Air Force 
Institute of Technology is a segment. I quote this: 

The various Air Force Institute of Technology programs have improved mark- 


edly year by year and now constitute a major high quality educational resource 
of inestimable value to the Air Force. 


There is no question but that the Air Force Institute of Technology should be 
continued on a permanent basis and that its areas of usefulness should be expanded 
to meet new educational needs as they develop. 


No permanent organization can be expected to reach its full potential and ma- 


turity if it is forced to operate year after year as a tenant at will in temporary 
quarters. 


These quarters, by the way, are similar to these tempo quarters around Wash- 
ington, and there is where we have these expensive laboratories which are testing 
materials and investigating the most advanced science of all types. 

Office, classroom, and housing of teaching equipment are conspicuously inade- 
meats and detrimental to factual effectiveness in the learning process. The 

oard recommends and urges that AFOAT building plan already authorized move 
forward without delay in the funding and construction stages. Further delay 
will inevitably lead to a serious drop in faculty morale, strength, quality and 
effectiveness, and in a resultant decline in student interest and accomplishment. 
Descent into mediocrity once begun can be reversed only at great cost in time, 
effort, and money. 


TRAINING COMPTROLLERS 


Now I would like to cover two other things and that is the specific 
responses to the House committee report. They stated that the 
Army, Navy, trained their comptrollers at civilian institutions. They 
do. Sodowe. You will note that on the right in this column under 
the comptroller we train 183 in 1963 at civilian institutions. On the 
other hand, in the left column you will notice that we train 20 at the 
Air Force Institute of Technology. Those 20 are trained in specific 
Air Force operations. 

After all, the Air Force is the largest purchaser in the world. It is 
the largest manager of things in the world, the largest storer of things 
in the world, and we select 20 people who we feel in the future will 
require this specific training and teach them there annually. 
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The other 183 are taught at civilian universities. 

The second thing that the House mentioned, they thought we 
should use other Government facilities or other Government facilities 
were available. Last year they requested that we study other bases 
to see if something were maiebis. 

As a result of that request, the Air Force made a survey of 333 Air 
Force, Army, Navy and other governmental instailations. 

As a result of this survey, seven sites were selected as possibly 
capable of accommodating this particular activity. Visits were made 
to each of those sites, and it was found that the facilities were not 
adequate except at one. That one site was in California. It had 
buildings, primarily barracks buildings and administrative buildings 
which would of necessity require considerable money to change into 
school buildings, and it had the scientific community there to aid 
in this type of operation. 

It doesn’t do any good to stick it out in the desert. You need 
scientists to come and discuss various aspects of the course, and you 
must have laboratories capable of doing it there. 


MOVING COST 


We made an estimate of the cost to move to this installation and 
it was estimated to cost in excess of $6 million. Furthermore this 
was a base which the Navy was giving up, Moffett Airbase in Cali- 
fornia. We would be required from now on to maintain and operate 
this base, which is of considerable cost. 

We can build the Air Force Institute of Technology buildings for 
$5 million and we do not have this overhead base operation tied to 
us the rest of our lives. 

The Air Force strongly requests that we get the $5 million and 
build this institute which will be here forever and will add materially 
to the scientific advancement of this Nation. That is all I have, sir. 

Senator Stennis. This $5 million, will that be for one building? 

General Harrison. Yes, sir. It will be the laboratory and the 
academic room building, schoolrooms. 

Senator Stennis. All in one? 

General Harrison. One building. 

Senator Stennis. One roof as we say? 

General Harrison. I have a little sketch here. 

Senator Stennis. I don’t mean to go into detail. It is all one 
construction; is that correct? 

General Harrison. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. That is all I want. Now you have already 
covered largely what came to my mind. You feel because of your 
other activities at Wright-Patterson that this is the place for it; 
is that generally the substance of it, the location for it? 


ADVANTAGES OF WRIGHT-PATTERSON LOCATION 


General Harrison. Yes, sir. They have of course the project 
offices studying and approving all the new weapons systems and 
new ideas right there at Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, not all of 
them but the majority of them. These students work in those lab- 
oratories and use these as they study for their graduate work. 
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Senator Srennis. One remaining question now. You have this 
setup there and there has been a lot of money spent at Wright- 
Patterson. I don’t have the figure in mind, but I know it is one of the 
large installations and you have made a real effort to find facilities 
there to take care of the situation; is that correct, General? 

General Harrison. At Wright-Patterson? 

Senator Stennis. Yes. 

General Harrison. Yes. Believe me, sir, that base has grown up 
like Topsy for the last few years, and there are no decent facilities. 

Senator Stennis. Have you done that yourself? Do you have 
personal knowledge of these facts? 

General Harrison. I have personally done it, sir. I visited that 
base—in fact I was there last week. 

Senator Stennis. Allright. Senator Chavez, do you have anything 
else on that item? They consider it to be a very important item. 

Senator Cuavez. General, I think it isimportant. There are several 
factors involved that would compel one to look favorably at the 
matter. If the Congress gives vou the $5 million for this purpose, 
would that require your coming before Congress again for something 
~~ to keep this building up, outside of the support of the building 
itself? 

General Harrison. I don’t believe so, sir. We originally had a 
large plan which involved I believe $14 million, but the Air Force 
and the Department of Defense realize that though we would like to 
have this, it is just beyond the scope. 

Senator CHavez. You won’t come back to ask for money for hous- 
ing or for dormitories or matters of that nature? 

General Harrison. No, sir; we are not increasing the student 
enrollment. The housing, and so forth is already, settled. This has 
been going on since 1919. 

Senator Cuavez. This together with the other activities would be 
of benefit to the boys there, is that right? 

General Harrison. Yes, sir. 

Senator CuHavez. Thank you. 

General Harrison. I will not come back and ask for any more 
money, and I don’t think the Air Force will. 

Senator Stennis. General, we expect you to come back, but will 
we have to come back? That is the thing. 

General Harrison. No, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Your estimate is that this will do the job now 
outside of ordinary upkeep? 

General Harrison. Yes. 

Senator Stennis. And wear and tear, you will not have to have 
any more money? 

General Harrison. That’s right. 

Senator Stennis. Is that right? We want your judgment on that. 

General Harrison. Yes, sir. 

Senator Srennis. All right, what is your next item? Thank you 
very much, General, we appreciate your coming. 


PrRopuLsion LABORATORIES 


Colonel ParKuitu. The second item is for “Propulsion laboratory, 
components test.’”” We do not wish to reclama this item. The third 
item, ‘‘Science laboratory, medical,’’ was deleted by the House com- 


~_s O eee eeeee e 


— 


~~. 





MILITARY CONSTRUCTION APPROPRIATIONS, 1960. 843 


mittee because it felt that further study should be made concerning 
the combining of the various aviation medicine facilities. We have 
Colonel Williams here to discuss this project. 
Senator Stennis. Glad to hear from you Colonel Williams. 
Colonel WituiaMs. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 


REASON FOR HOUSE DELETION 


The House committee report stated that this item will be deleted 
in support of their request for study combining the various aviation 
medicine facilities. 

Apparently we didn’t make ourselves clear to them between ARDC 
and the School of Aviation Medicine or the fact that further physical 
consolidation does not seem too practical. 


Scuoout or Aviation MEDICINE 


The School of Aviation Medicine trains flight surgeons, medical 
technicians, and does research in medicine. The physical qualifica- 
tions of crew members is involved. 

The Aero-Med Lab, on the other hand, are more human engineers 
than doctors of medicine. They are interested in the protection and 
in the performance of Air Force treatment. The skills required of 
them in the design of equipment that they operate are used. Let 
me cite an example to show you the difference. Tremendous heat 
may be an obstacle in crew members of future space vehicles. The 
School of Aviation Medicine would do research on the effect of the 
heat on the blood circulation, the respiratory system, and so forth. 


The Aero-Med Lab in their related work would study the performance 
of the crewmen, the physical and mental skills he needs and possesses 
in the equipment that he operated and which was used for his survival. 
The School of Aviation Medicine is fairly well consolidated at Gun- 
ner and Brooks. 
Further consolidation of the Aero-Med Lab over that already done 
does not seem too practical to us. 


MOVE OF HUMAN FACTORS LABORATORY 


Two years ago we moved the human factors labs at Lackland and 
Lowry to Wright Field and consolidated them into the psychological 
division, and at the same time we added emphasis which was placed 
on radiobiology, physiological schooling, and toxicology and nutri- 
tion research was added. 

Today these people are very much crowded in this facility. 

Some people are working under conditions that we are not getting 
the best out of them. The animals we are using for experimental 
purposes are housed in trailers, or overcrowded rooms. We have 
lost some of them because of these conditions, and we have requested 
this additional to the Aero-Med Lab so as to properly house this 
200-man psychology division and provide sufficient working surround- 
ings to include labs and darkrooms and a vault. 

These are the things that we have asked for. We should locate 
this facility here at Wright Field because of our human engineers 
being there. 

They must work closely with the equipment laboratories and the 
weapons system project offices. Other human factors are located in 
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the field to a very limited degree to take advantage of specialized 
R. & D. facilities such as the track at Holloman and the arctic con- 
ditions in Alaska. 

Further combining aviation medicine facilities doesn’t seem too 
eg pa from a cost or efficiency standpoint. The work of the Aero- 

ed Lab we consider is very vital to the future of our Nation. 

Man will be just as much a vital part of the aero-space vehicles 
tomorrow as he is the airplane today. 

We must do the best job we can of human engineering. This 
facility is needed to insure that we make the most of the considerable 
capability that we have, and we request that it be restored in the 
authorization bill. 

_ Senator Stennis. I think you have made it very clear. Next 
item. 

(The justification follows:) 


AIR MATERIEL COMMAND 


Wricut-Patrerson Arr Force Base, OHIO 


Line item Budget House action | Restoration 
request requested 


1. Academic facility —$7, 400,000 | +$7, 400, 000 
2. Prop lab, components. a 1, 366, —1, 366, 000 +1, 366, 000 
3. Science lab medical £ —2, 277, 000 +2, 277, 000 


—11, 043, 000 | +11, 043, 000 


REASON FOR RESTORATION REQUEST 
1. Academic facility 

The Air Force requests reinstatement of $7,400,000 for the Institute of Tech- 
nology at Wright-Patterson AFB. The general requirement for the Institute is 
stated hereafter and paragraph 14 is pointed toward the criticism in the House 
report pertaining to comptroller training. The Institute of Technology is the 
Air Force’s center for engineering, scientific, management, and other professional 
education. The school was established at McCook Field, Dayton, Ohio, in 1919. 
It has been providing engineering education for Air Force officers for nearly 40 
years. At the present time, the Air Force is experiencing an increasing need for 
officers with engineering and scientific education. The Institute has the re- 
sponsibility of providing these technically trained officers to develop and operate 
today’s complex weapons of air warfare. 

During the past year or two this Nation has been startled by spectacular 
scientific and engineering developments that herald the beginning of the space age. 
The implications of rapid progress in weaponry and operations in space for the 
defense of our Nation are obvious to every citizen. Our capacity to maintain au 
adequate defense for this great Nation depends to a large extent upon our ability 
to develop the brainpower required to research, develop, maintain, and operate 
the most advanced kind of airspace weapons. A sense of urgency that will insure 
bold, intelligent action in this regard is a must. 

As late as June 20, 1958, Dr. H. Guyford Stever, Chairman of a Committee of 
the Air Force Scientific Advisory Board investigating research and development 
within the Air Force viewed with alarm the inadequate numbers of technically 
competent personnel available in the Air Force. he Committee pointed out 
that the growing complexity of aerial weapons had the total effect of rapidly 
increasing the requirements for highly competent, technically training personnel 
not = for research and development, but for work in materiel and operations 
as well. 

The Institute’s operations can be divided into two general areas; the resident 
programs uated at Wright-Patterson Air Force Base and the civilian institu- 
tions programs which are conducted in universities, hospitals, and industries. 

The resident programs of the Institute are carried out through a school of 
engineering, school of business, school of logistics, and a civil engineering center. 
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The resident school, beginning as an applied engineering school at Wright Field 
in 1919 has developed with the great engineering center at Wright-Patterson Air 
Force Base into an Institute of Technology which presently offers graduate 
programs in engineering, scientific, and management fields specifically designed 
to meet the operational as well as the research and development needs of the Air 
Force. The names of a few of the school’s more distinguished graduates are 
indicative of the contribution made by the Institute to Air Force leadership over 
the years: Gen. George Kenny graduated in the class of 1921, Lt. Gen. Jimmy 
Doolittle in the class of 1923, the late Gen. Muir Fairchild in the class of 1929, 
and Lt. Gen. Bernard Schriever, the present commander of the Air Research and 
Development Command in the class of 1941. These are only a few of the general 
officers of the Air Force who have received engineering education in the resident 
program of the Air Force Institute of Technology. 

The resident programs are kept abreast of current military developments and 
the location of the school at Wright-Patterson Air Force Base makes it possible 
to utilize the services of research and operational personnel, and to include 
materials in the curriculum that would not be available in civilian schools. 

It is Air Force policy of long standing to utilize civilian institutions to provide 
education and training required by the Air Force whenever civilian institutions 
are able to meet its needs. 

The Air Force conducts resident education programs at the Institute of Tech- 
nology because they enable the Air Force to— 

Present applied education directly related to problems encountered by the 
Air Force using agencies to which the graduates will be assigned; that is, the Air 
Research and Development Command, the Air Materiel Command, and the 
Strategic Air Command, among others. 

Incorporate classified and other materials available within the Air Force, and 
construct the curriculum so that they are immediately responsive to the changing 
needs of the Air Force. 

Utilize the facilities, resources, and experience available within the Air Force, 
particularly those available at Wright-Patterson Air Force Base. 

Provide class groupings of mature officers with a core of common experience. 

The value of the Institute’s resident programs, conducted at Wright-Patterson 
Air Force Base, was recognized by the 83d Congress when it authorized the school 
to grant degrees upon accreditation by a recognized accrediting association. 
The Institute’s School of Engineering was recognized in October 1955 and its 
School of Business in May of 1958. 

In order to adequately provide for the development of the school the Air 
Force has sought and has obtained the assistance of many Americans who have 
distinguished themselves in scientifie and engineering education. Such men as 
Dr. Theodore von Karman, professor emeritus, California Institute of Technology 
and former chairman of the Air Force Scientific Advisory Board, Dr. James R. 
Killian, former president of Massachusetts Institute of Technology, Dr. Frederick 
Hovde, president, Purdue University, Dr. John R. Hannah, president, Michigan 
State University, and the late President B. R. Van Leer of Georgia Institute of 
Technology, among others. The need for an Air Force engineering school to 
provide education concerned with the engineering of weapons which often have 
no civilian counterpart has been well established. The various boards of civilian 
educators convened by the Air Force over the years to review the Institute’s 
programs and make recommendations for its development have placed great 
emphasis on the fact that the Air Force has in being at Wright-Patterson Air 
Force Base the facilities for specialized research to support a graduate program 
that_is unmatched anywhere in the country. As early as 1949, the Air Force 
was advised of the necessity to develop a strong resident program at the Institute. 
In that year a committee of the Air Force’s Scientific Advisory Board appointed 
by the chairman, Dr. Theodore von Karman, and headed by Dean Louis N. 
Ridenour of the Graduate College of the University of Illinois stated: 

“The question may be asked: Why need the Air Force have its own graduate 
school of engineering? Why not depend upon civilian institutions, already in 
existence, for the advanced study and research of interest to the personnel of the 
Air Force? These questions have two ready and compelling answers. First of 
all, the Air Force is concerned with the engineering of weapons which often have 
no civil counterpart. Thus the study of terminal ballistics, of radiological war- 
fare, and of many other matters is not the proper business of civilian institutions. 
Second, the Air Force has at Wright-Patterson Field, and will have at the Wright 
Air Development Center, facilities for specialized research which are unmatched 
in civilian institutions, and which cannot te duplicated without large and 
unjustifiable expense.” 
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The following are some representative examples of the relationship between the 
Institute and the various operating activities at Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, 
In the establishing of the Institute’s current programs in nuclear engineering and 
astronautics, the curriculum development required many hours of consultation 
between Wright Air Development Center personnel and the Institute’s faculty in 
order to provide the kind of content that would be most useful to the officers in 
their assignments after graduation. Continued contacts between the faculty and 
the Wright Air Development Center laboratory personnel have enabled the 
Institute to keep these courses attuned to Air Force needs. Approximately 
50 percent of the Institute’s electronics program consists of material contributed 
by Wright Air Development Center personnel. Conversely, Air Force Institute 
of Technology instructors are used by the Wright Air Development Center 
laboratories for consultation on current problems. As an example, the Aeronau- 
tical Laboratory is using Air Force Institute of Technology Physics Department 
instructors on a consultative basis on current problems. In addition, many in- 
formal consultations take place between the two groups concerning theoretical 
aspects of various engineering problems. Four current faculty research projects 
require the use of Wright Air Development Center facilities. In the past 3 years, 
145 of 181 theses in the Air Force Institute of Technology School of Engineering 
required use of Wright Air Development Center facilities. The Institute depends 
upon Wright Air Development Center for material for masters’ theses; in return 
the results of these studies benefit the laboratories. 

The relationship between the School of Business and the facilities at Wright- 
Patterson can be clearly illustrated by a new program of study that the school 
will start in September 1959. The program is an engineering management course 
of study specifically designed to prepare officers for management of weapons 
systems projects. The primary user of the graduates will be the Wright Air 
Development Center. he course has been developed through day-to-day 
eee and work involving personnel of the weapons systems project offices 
at Wright Air Development Center and the Business School faculty. The course 
will be closely tied in with the actual work going on at Wright Air Development 
Center and will profit from its nearby location. 

The construction funds requested by the Air Force are urgently needed to 
provide adequate facilities for the Institute of Technology. The Air Force need 
for not only more, but better qualified technical personnel was stressed in the 
recent report by Dr. Stever’s committee which I have previously referred to. 
The committee stated that failure to provide for this need will see the Air Force 
rapidly moving into an era in which most of its personnel will no longer under- 
stand the tools of aerial warfare. The Institute of Technology, strategically 
located at Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, can if adequately supported, provide 
technical personnel the Air Force needs. 

The second general area of the institute’s operations is the civilian institutions 
programs. Whenever civilian institutions can best provide the training or educa- 
tion required by the Air Force, programs are established in civilian universities or 
industry. Programs in civilian institutions may be those regularly offered by the 
school or they may be designed for the Air Force. By far, the greatest portion 
of the Institute of Technology program is conducted in civilian universities. 
For example, in fiscal year 1960 the Air Force has programed for a total of 495 
personnel to be trained in the resident programs while a total of 4,464 will be 
trained in civilian institutions. This is a ratio of approximately 1 in the resident 
programs to 10 in civilian institutions. The subcommittee in the House made 
quite a point of the fact that we train 20 officers per year in applied comptroller- 
ship, a graduate management course in the resident program, but ignored the 
fact that the largest portion of our training in the comptroller field and in other 
managerial areas is conducted in civilian institutions. As of 30 June 1959 the 
Air Force had a total of 226 officers taking management courses in civilian institu- 
tions. Enrollments in the various institutions were as follows: University of 
California, Berkley 2, University of California, Los Angeles 1, University of 
Alabama 2, American University 1, University of Southern California 5, Uni- 
versity of Chicago 29, University of Colorado 15, Florida State University 6, 
George Washington University 32, Harvard University 3, University of Indiana 
22, Massachusetts Institute of Technology 3, University of Michigan 5, Ohio 
State University 15, University of Oklahoma 22, University of Pennsylvania 1, 
University of Pittsburgh 21, Purdue University 1, San Francisco State College 2, 
Sacramento State College 11, Syracuse University 10, Texas Technological College 
3, University of Texas 10, University of Washington 3, and the University of 
Wyoming 1. 





ne ee ee ee wm — hw {ea hes ee AO 


~~ 85 & A oo ee et ee 


ny, & & 


OQ hot pw tO 


Of eet OF et 


the 
ase, 
and 
Lion 
vin 
s in 
and 
the 
tely 
ited 
bute 
nter 
1aul- 
lent 

in- 
ical 
ects 
ars, 
ring 
nds 
urn 


xht- 
nool 
urse 
ONS 

Air 
day 
ices 
urse 
ent 


1 to 
eed 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION APPROPRIATIONS, 1960 847 


In addition to the 226 students enrolled in management courses on June 30, 
1959, the Air Force also had the following number of students, by subject matter, 
enrolled in civilian institutions: Air Force Academy instructors 93, arts and social 
sciences 81, biological and physical sciences 86, engineering 551, foreign language 
901, medical 292, meteorology 306, short courses 37, special PhD instructor 
training 13, and training-with-industry 94 for a grand total of 2,680. This can be 
compared with a total enrollment on the same date of 334 students in the resident 
programs, 233 of which were in the School of Engineering. It can be readily 
seen from the foregoing figures and comparisons that the resident programs 
comprise only a small portion of the Air Force professional education program. 
Yet one of the Air Force’s big problems at the moment is to provide adequate 
permanent facilities for the Institute. Civilian institutions will continue to be 
utilized to the maximum extent possible consistent with Air Force needs for 
specialized training. 

In summary, the Institute of Technology has a most vital mission to perform 
for the Air Force. This school has the responsibility of educating Air Force 
officers in scientific, engineering, management and other professional fields to 
meet present and future Air Force needs. It is essential that the institute be 
adequately housed if it is to effectively conduct programs of study that are suffi- 
cient in scope and quality to meet the demands of the Air Force. Proximity to 
facilities and scientific-engineering personnel of Wright Air Development Center 
and Air Materiel Command make it highly desirable that the institute be con- 
tinued at Wright-Patterson Air Force Base. The leaders in American education 
to whom the Air Force must turn for the bulk of its educational programs have 
recommended that the institute’s construction program move forward without 
further delay. The request for $7.4 million is based upon a thorough study of 
the school’s needs and represents the best judgment of both Air Force and civilian 
educational leaders. The request was carefully reviewed by the appropriate 
authorities within the Department of Defense. I strongly urge the committee’s 
approval of the funds requested. 


2. Propulsion laboratory, components test (HEF) 


This facility is required to permit experiments and tests on fullscale fuel systems 
and components associated with engines utilizing high energy fuel (HEF). Test 
cells with realistically simulate actual operating environments, including tempera- 
ture (—65° F. to 465° F.), altitude (sea level 100,000 feet), and vibration. Ade- 
quate safeguards against fire, explosion, and/or contamination will be provided, 
since HEF is toxic and requires special handling. 

Without this capability, the Air Force cannot fulfill its responsibilities in the 
area of HEF fuel systems and components. These include the establishment of 
specifications and performance characteristics, tests for standardization purposes, 
and tests to insure contractor compliance. Without them, it is not possible to 
insure either operationally suitable equipment or maximum return for each de- 
fense dollar expended. Further, the lack of an available centralized government 
facility may well preclude the participation of many small component (valves, 
lines, fittings, filters, pumps, etc.) manufacturers in future HEF related procure- 
ment programs. 

Prior to requesting authorization/appropriation by the Congress for construc- 
tion of this facility, the Air Force thoroughly evaluated existing capability and 
announced plans for future facilities elsewhere in the Nation. There is no duplica- 
tion by this laboratory of existing or planned facilities in the Air Force, other 
governmental agencies, or in private industry. 

Because HEF utilization is in the very initial stages, only relatively few facilities 
of this nature exist. All of them have severe limitations; none of them fulfill the 
Air Force requirements. For example: Beech Aircraft and North American 
Aviation have the capability to test model-size single components; General Elec- 
tric can operate a HEF-burning engine but not under environmental conditions; 
Marquardt has a HEF-burning ramjet capability similar to that of G.E. for 
turbojets; Thompson Products has a high temperature facility but no capability 
for handling toxic fuels; various chemical companies have laboratories capable only 
of analyzing the physical characteristics of HEF. 

The Air Force has requested approval to modify the Arnold Engineering 
Development Center so that HEF can be used in rocket engine environmental 
tests there; however, no capability will exist for the associated fuel systems and 
their components. It is understood that the Pratt & Whitney plant at West 
Palm Beach (under U.S. Navy cognizance) may be modified to permit HEF 
turbojet operation similar to that of G.E. Further, it is understood that NASA 
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lans an experimental facility for very advanced research in HEF rocket propel- 

nts. None of these facilities duplicate that proposed by the Air Force for con- 
‘struction at Wright-Patterson Air Force Base; further, none will fulfill the Air 
Force requirement. 

This requested HEF propulsion components laboratory is modest in scope. 
It will take maximum advantage of already existing support facilities and utilities, 
It offers long-term economies in that expenditure of sizable quantities of expensive 
HEF will not be necessary in experiments/tests of HEF fuel systems and com- 
ponents. It will permit the Air Force to discharge its responsibilities in the HEF 
area that it presently does and always has done with conventional fuel systems 
and components. 


8. Science laboratory, medical 


The optimal placement of research facilities has always been a matter of con- 
cern to the Air Force and is continuously studied as roles and missions change 
and new operational concepts and capabilities evolve. The USAF has considered 
the advisability of centralizing the broad diverse area of life sciences research 
and development in one central location but has concluded that such concentra- 
tion of personnel, facilities and activity is no more feasible in this science than it 
would be for electronics or aeronautical efforts. 

The broad USAF research and development area, usually referred to simply as 
“medical research,” in reality covers a broad spectrum of work in a number of 
the life sciences, including many specialties in biology and psychology, as well as 
the basic disciplines associated with medicine. This spectrum ranges not only 
over a large number of life sciences but also covers work which spreads from the 
most basic kind of laboratory research, at one extreme, to most practical testing 
and operational evaluation of hardware at the other. 

The School of Aviation Medicine with its dual mission of training medical 
personnel and engaging in basic medical research related to the air environments 
originally was placed at Randolph Air Force Base to be close to pilots in training. 
‘Their welfare was the primary concern of the school and they provided the best 
source of subjects for aeromedical research. 

As the Air Force grew, it became necessary to provide aeromedical research 
capabilities at other locations for other purposes. The School of Aviation Medi- 
cine became more basic in its research orientation, whereas a new facility, the 
Aeromedical Laboratory was established to support the mission of the Equipment 
Laboratories and Weapon System Project Offices at Wright-Patterson Air Force 
Base. 

Then airmen began to fly in the Arctic and an entire new group of aeromedical 
‘problems beset the Air Force. In order to provide the answer, the Arctic Aero- 
medical Laboratory was built in Alaska. Then with the expanding role and 
complexity of electronics, it became necessary to augment Air Force facilities for 
research and development in this field. Along with the hardware expansion came 
an expansion in life sciences research and development associated with it. Indi- 
vidual human factors or life sciences groups were set up at the Rome Air De- 
velopment Center and the A. F. Cambridge Research Center. These units 
worked principally in the subfield of psychology known as human engineering. 
‘They, as in other development centers, advise development engineers about the 
mating of man and machine, on man’s capabilities and limitations, and do research 
‘studies where sufficient information is not available. 

Now we are in the missile era and find it necessary to have life sciences research 
people and facilities at locations where biological specimens are prepared for and 
recovered from ballistic or orbital flight, where the terrain allows us to build tracts 
for rocket sleds for acceleration studies, and where high altitude balloon research 
is going on. Thus, there now exists a small aeromedical field laboratory at 
Holloman Air Force Base. 

The consolidation of all these facilities would result in a vast and tremendously 
expensive construction program if it were at all feasible to bring about such a 
consolidation, which it is not. For example, if all life sciences research were con- 
centrated at one point, research personnel, equipment, materials and human or 
animal subjects would be in travel status so much of the time that little research 
would be accomplished. The difficulties of carrying on a sensible and productive 
research program would be so great that no competent scientist would associate 
himself with it. Such a proposal, if carried out, would probably destroy the life 
sciences research and development of the Air Force and would dissipate the very 
large investment the country now has in this program. 

The life sciences facility requested at Wright-Patterson Air Force Base is not a 
Medical research facility at all, in the commonly accepted sense. It is a building 
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which will provide working space for the behavioral scientists of the life sciences 
as distinguished from the medical scientists. It must be located at Wright- 
Patterson Air Force Base because the research and development to be pursued is 
in direct oes of the laboratories and weapon system project offices at the 
Wright Air Development Center. There is a close and essential connection be- 
tween life sciences projects and consultation with the engineers developing and 
evaluating equipment. This relationship would be almost impossible to maintain 
if there were a wide geographical separation between the physical science and life 
science members of the development team. 

9. As systems become larger and more complex, and as they are increasingly 
related to other large systems, the human factors aspects of system design and 
operation are assuming greater importance. It is just as essential to increase 
our effort in the life sciences as it is in the physical side of Air Force development. 
Man is not being designed out of systems, his role as a component is being changed. 

10. Without the facility requested for the Wright Air Development Center, the 
necessary expansion in the life sciences there cannot take place and new systems 
will be inadequately designed with respect to man’s role. The results of design 
errors probably will not appear until systems are tested under actual 
operating conditions or later. This is to say that the impact of not provid- 
ing the requested facility may not be felt immediately but undoubtedly will 
show up as a degredation of expected operational capability in future years. 

11. The work to be conducted in this facility will not duplicate other efforts 
within the Air Force or within the Department of Defense. The Air Force life 
sciences research and development program is coordinated and centrally directed 
by Headquarters USAF. The program will supplement and enhance related 
efforts in the Army and Navy. Undesirable duplication among the services will 
be prevented through procedures now in use, including visits by individual 
scientists to other laboratories, interservice scientific meetings, and through the 
activities of the Panel on Psychology and Social Science and the Panel on 
Medical Science of the Director of Research and Engineering, OSD. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 
1. Academic facility 

“The request for funds for academic facilities in support of the Air Force Insti- 
tute of Technology was a matter of long, arduous and careful consideration by 
the committee and the subject of a detailed study by the committee’s investiga- 
tion staff. It appears that the workload at this institute can be handled in exist- 
ing governmental facilities if consideration is given to the capabilities of private 
educational institutions to meet a large portion of the requirements of this pro- 
gram. Certainly if the Navy can train comptrollers at George Washington 
University and the Army do the same at Syracuse University, there is no need for 
the Air Force to build expensive new academic facilities at one of their installa- 
tions for the same purpose. The committee feels that careful consideration has 
not been given all facets of this problem by the reviewing authorities within the 
Department of Defense and accordingly has denied the funds.” 


2. Propulsion laboratory components test (HEF) 


«* * * The committee is not satisfied that thorough study has been made of 
existing facilities in other governmental locations and in private industry to 
support the workload required for the propulsion laboratory * * *”’ 


3. Science laboratory, medical 


“* * * As pointed out previously, the medical laboratory has been deleted in 
support of the committee’s request for a study combining the various aviation 
medicine facilities * * *.” 


Arr Force CaMBRIDGE RESEARCH ee, L. G. Hanscom Fre.p, Breprorp, 
ASS. 


Colonel ParkuiLu. Page 49 is the next item. The Air Force Cam- 
bridge Research Center, L. G. Hanscom Field, Bedford, Mass.’’ 

The House denied two items—‘‘The Library Research Professional 
and Electronics Lab, solid physics.” 

Senator Stennis. Were there any other associated items, or does 
this constitute the entire request? 
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Colonel PARKHILL. These two items. 
Senator Stennis. That is the entire request? 
Colonel ParkHILu. Yes. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 


HOUSE ACTION 


Colonel Parxuiti. The House denied the Library with the state- 
ment that they felt that existing facilities would suffice. Regarding 
the Electronics Lab, solid physics, the House committee felt that a 
study should be made concerning other Government facilities and 
civilian facilities. 

I would like to ask Colonel Williams to discuss these two projects. 

Senator Stennis. All right, proceed. 


WORK OF LIBRARY 


Colonel Wriu1aMs. Relative to the Library, for several years, we 
have concentrated on a technical scientific library up at Hanscom 
Field. Today we consider it very excellent and it is used for more 
than 2,000 people up there. 

These people in the Cambridge Research Center, the Lincoln 
Laboratories, the Air Defense system integration division in the 
Midas Corp. The collection of these technical volumes totals about 
405,000 documents with a wide variety of science that is covered, 
although, of course, the emphasis is on the particular interest of these 
organizations. 

Almost one-fourth of the total volumes and reports originated from 
foreign sources. With these 400,000 documents up there, we have 
long since outgrown our capability to properly house this collection. 

Approximately 115,000 volumes of these reports are housed in a 
machine shop at Hanscom; 90,000 are cataloged and housed at 
Boston Army Base, 17 miles away; and almost 185,000 are in dead 
storage at this Army base. 

There is no facility or facilities on Hanscom that could be converted 
to a library to adequately house the volume that this library possesses. 


USE OF FOREIGN PUBLISHED MATERIALS 


As you know, sir, the U.S. scientific community has been criticized 
for not making better use of published foreign materials since Sputnik 
I. The fact is, at Cambridge and others we are not making too good 
a use of what we already have in our files under these circumstances. 

Without this library, we will continue to use only about 25 percent of 
our collection up there. The Air Force still feels that this is a priority 
ie and we request that $500,000 be restored in the appropriation 

ill. 

Senator Stennis. All right. Speaking of priorities, the Air Force 
has filed a list of their priorities prior to the passage of the bill by the 
House, is that correct? 

Mr. Surir. Yes, sir. 

"eae Srennis. Colonel, you have another item, proceed with 
that. 
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Exectronics Soutip Puysics LABORATORY 


Colonel Witurams. ‘Electronics lab solid physics.” The House 
committee report denied this on the basis that a detailed study first 
must be made as to existing Government facilities in this field. 

Here again apparently we didn’t make clear to them the uniqueness 
of this facility or the capability of already existing facilities. This 
js not the usual physics laboratory but rather a highly specialized 
facility for research and development on solid state and gaseous 
electronics materials. 

It will house heavy presses, autoclaves, shock tubes, high-energy 
storage generator banks, high-power microwave generators, and 
furnish us with a growth and study of crystals for high-temperature 
plasma research. There are many agencies in industry and univer- 
sities and scientific organizations working or various facets of solid 
state physics. 

Because the basic research in this area is virtually in its infancy, 
we feel that parallel efforts are not wasteful, but as a matter of fact 
desirable, because they increase the chances of breakthroughs and 
early successes. 

From work in this area we feel that we should be able to develop a 
more reliable communications system within our space vehicles. We 
are seeking phenomena which may lead to methods of disarming or 
destroying nuclear weapons in flight. 

We need to determine more about controlling thermonuclear reac- 
tions for the development of efficient high specific impulse engines. 
As an example, within 2 years we expect to be able to reduce a 30- by- 
15-inch infrared detection tube by a factor of 5 to 6. Most of the facil- 
rer in existence are able only to work in one restricted area in this 
eld. 

The Air Force has full knowledge of the efforts of company and 
university research laboratories such as General Electric, Westing- 
a, RCA, Philco, Sylvania, MIT, Stanford, Purdue, Harvard, 
Illinois. 

None of the known industrial and educational laboratories are in 
Government. There is a broad scope of capability and equipment 
that exists that will be available in this requested facility. 

We need a centralized facility like this for several reasons. The 
bulk of our technical and scientific talent in the field of solid state 
physics is at Cambridge Research Center. 

We must have a considerable house capability or house capability 
in technical knowledge and experimental and testing equipment if we 
are to plan and manage intelligently our contractual program with 
industry. 

We must lead the way in certain aspects. For example, we have 
to provide these crystals to small industry because they are not able 
to grow their own crystals. On a very small scale we have already 
grown some mazor crystals at Hanscom and provided them to uni- 
versities and small industry. 


NO DUPLICATION OF WORK 


To summarize here, this facility doesn’t duplicate those in industry 
or in universities. Without it the Air Force cannot take maximum 
advantage of their skills and scientific talents available to them, nor 
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can we plan and manage most effectively our contractual basic and 
applied research contracts in this field. 

We feel that it is a very vital element in the struggle of technological 
superiority. 

The investment is modest. We ask that it be restored. 

Senator Stennis. All right, Colonel. 

Senator, do you have anything further on that? 

Senator Chavez? 

Senator Cuavez. No. 

(The justification follows:) 


AIR RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT COMMAND 
Arr Force CAMBRIDGE ResEarcH CentER, L. G. Hanscom FIExp, 
Beprorp, Mass. 


Line item Budget House action | Restoration 
request requested 


Library research, professional $806, 000 —$806, 000 $500, 000 


1. y + 
2. Electronics lab solid physics. 1, 286,000 | —1, 286, 000 +1, 286, 000 


2, 092,000 | —2, 092, 000 +1, 786, 000 


REASON FOR RESTORATION 


1. Library research professional 


This scientific library is required to provide the more than 2,000 professional 
and technical personnel of Air Force Cambridge Research Center, Lincoln Labs, 
and Air Defense Systems Integration Division with ready access to scientific 
literature in an environment that enhances study and assimilation of this material. 
There currently exists at the AFCRC a scientific collection of some 390,000 vol- 
umes; one-fourth of these are from foreign sources; it is the most comprehensive 
collection of exact science literature of this nature in the Air Force. This collec- 
tion with its records of investigation in the physical sciences and allied fields is of 
incalculable value to our research personnel. 

To keep abreast of the worldwide technological advancements which are rapidly 
extending the boundaries of scientific knowledge, we must insure that our research 
program assimilates new ideas and new application of old ideas. The scientific 
and engineering personnel of AFCRC, together with those of Lincoln Labs and 
the ADSID, must make maximum use of available foreign and domestic scientific 
data both to be aware of and familiar with the work of their contemporaries as 
well as their predecessors. 

The amount of utilization and value to be gained from these volumes and 
reports is almost proportionate to the accessibility to the personnel who use them. 
The present library facilities and their arrangement make it virtually impossible 
for technical personnel at AFCRC, ADSID, and Lincoln Lab to utilize over 
185,000 volumes and reports that are in dead storage at the Boston Army Base. 
Another 90,000 scientific reports are located in warehouse space at the Boston 
Army Base some 17 miles from AFCRC. The remaining 115,000 volumes and 
reports are housed in a machine shop at Hanscom Field and are reasonably avail- 
able. This machine shop space would again be utilized in support of research 
efforts if its use as a library could be discontinued. 

The scientific community of the United States has been severely criticized in 
recent years for not taking advantage of new discoveries in research revealed in 
foreign technical publications, particularly those published in the U.S.S.R. Like 
others, the AFCRC desires to use all possible information to enhance its research 
efforts. However, at the moment, they are not able to use even a reasonable 
portion of the scientific publications they already have at hand. 

There are no existing facilities located at Hanscom Field that could be con- 
voted So é library to adequately house the volumes and reports in the possession 
° : 

The restoration of only $500,000 is requested since the recent authorization 
bill reduced the amount from $806,000 to $500,000. 
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2. Electronic lab solid physics 

This is not the usual type of physics laboratory, but rather is a highly specialized 
facility to conduct work on solid state and gaseous electronics materials. It will 
combine in a central facility high pressure equipment, autoclaves, shock tubes, 
high energy storage generator bank, high power microwave generators, and fur- 


naces for the growth and study of crystals and for high temperature and compres- 
sive plasma research. 


The Air Force recognizes that throughout the country there are agencies working 
on various facets of solid state physics. But because basic research in this area 
virtually is in its infancy, parallel efforts are not wasteful but in fact desirable 
because they enhance the chance of breakthrough and early success. Because of 
the tremendous potential offered by the concept of solid state physics, the Air 
Force would be remiss in not pursuing this research to the maximum. 

The Air Force has full knowledge of the efforts of company and university 
research laboratories. These include General Electric, Westinghouse, RCA, 
Philco, Sylvania, MIT, Stanford, Harvard, and Illinois. 

At none of the known industrial or educational laboratories, nor in Government, 


does the broad scope of capability and equipment exist that will be available 
in this solid state physics lab. 


There is a vital need for the exploitation of new techniques which can be 
applied in developing more reliable communications with missiles and space 
vehicles traveling at great speeds and enveloped in layers of ionized gas. We 
are also seeking new phenomena which will lead the way to methods of destroying 
or disarming nuclear weapons in flight. There is an urgent need for determining 
methods of controlling thermonuclear reactions in the development of efficient 
high-specific, impulse engines. 

Without this facility, the Air Force will not be able to utilize to the maximum 
the talents of its scientific personnel, nor manage and integrate the contractual 
efforts of industry, toward these critical national objectives. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


1, Library research professional 


“The committee believes that existing facilities are adequate to meet the 
library needs for this installation.’ 


2. Electronics lab solid physics 


“* * * that a detailed study must be made of existing facilities within the 
Federal Government as well as civilian facilities prior to the construction of the 
physics laboratory at this particular installation * * *.”’ 


AmarILLo Arr Force Bass, TEx. 


Colonel Parxuity. Page 53, Amarillo Air Force Base, Tex. 

Senator Stennis. Who do you have to present this? 

Colonel Parxuity. Page 53, Amarillo Air Force Base. 

Senator Stennis. They are your two shops? 

Colonel ParkuiLu. We have the three items denied by the House 
committee. The first two are the shops required in support of the 
Strategic Air Command that we discussed thoroughly yesterday. 

Senator Stennis. This is Air Training Command. 

Colonel Parxuity. We have a B-52 unit located there. 

Senator Stennis. All right. Do you want to let the first two 
items stand on the showing you have already made? 


TECHNICAL TRAINING, GENERAL FACILITY 


Colonel ParkniLu. Yes. 
Senator Stennis. What do you say about the third one? 
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Fiscat YEAR 1960 Mixitary ConsTRUCTION PROGRAM, AMARILLO AIR ForcrE 
Bask 


Quantity | Appropriation request 
Quantity | existing | Quantity | 
required or under deficient 
construc- 
tion Quantity 


Square feet | Square feet | Square feet | Square feet 
Shop, aircraft engine inspection and re- 
pair (SAC). 18, 344 0 18, 344 18, 344 
Shop, ground powered equipment (SAC)-- 5, 278 0 5, 278 | 5, 278 
| 


Notre.—The mission requiring these facilities is not on base today. When the aircraft arrive at this 
base, existing facilities will not be adequate to support the total base mission. 


Colonel Parxuiiu. The third one is a tech training general facility 
and we have General Harrison here to talk about it. 

Sir, before he starts, I would like to point out that on the next 
base, which is Lackland on page 58, we also have a training facility. 
He can cover both of those. 

Senator Stennis. Cover both at the same time, General Harrison. 

General Harrison. Sir, at Amarillo we have asked for a technical 
training facility for airframe repair training. The House committee 
denied this request by saying that sufficient facilities were available. 
It is true that right now they are in a facility. It is an open hangar 
of 42,000 square feet. 

Senator Stennis. Excuse me just a minute. Is Congressman 
Elliott here? I told him I would hear him when he came. All right, 
proceed. 

METAL FATIGUE PROBLEMS 


General Harrison. I am sure that you are all familiar with the 
metal fatigue problem that we experienced with the B-47 fleet, and 
the repair necessary as & result thereof. It was called by code name 
‘Project Coke Bottle.”” It required beefing up the entire wing. This 
was caused by extremely high frequency vibrations of a high perform- 
ance aircraft. This is not an isolated instance. It is happening in 
our B-52 fleet, in our KC-—135 fleets, and in other high-performance 
aircraft, not to the extent that it happened in the B-47. But it is 
increasing drastically. 

As a result, we have had to increase the training of aircraft structural 
repairmen to take care of this problem. We expect to graduate over 
1,000 per year. 

With this increase in personnel training, we need a facility. We are 
asking for 61,000 square feet. We want a facility wherein there are 
press brakes, squaring shears, grinders, drill presses, pneumatic 
riveters, and other equipment necessary for this training, but we 
don’t want them to compete with the jet noises of the aircraft outside 
taking off or taxiing by, and we would like them to be built in such 
a way that the instructor can talk to his students without shouting 
and the students in turn will not be confused and distracted by the 
noise in the outside area. 

The space presently occupied by this activity at Amarillo will not 
become vacant and unused. The technical training center is respon- 
sible for the training of all aircraft mechanics for the SAC B-47 fleet 
as well as all fighter aircraft mechanics for the entire Air Force. The 
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annual training requirement for fighter mechanics alone is over 
2,500 a year. 


HANGAR SPACE NEEDED 


The increased training requirement plus the build up of the SAC 
force, which was mentioned just a moment ago, that is coming into that 
organization now, will more than require the hangar space presently 
being used as a classroom. The Air Force believes that it is mandatory 
that the proper instruction will be provided, and the -proper 
instructional environment and adequate facilities for this vital home 
we are becoming increasingly dependent upon for the safetyness and 
airworthiness of our air fleet. 

Senator Cuavez. I know the situation at Amarillo but I am not 
acquainted with Lackland. I am glad you mentioned it. 

Senator Stennis. The point the House raised as I understand it, 
General, on this technical training command at Amarillo, they 
thought that you ought to try to use existing facilities. 

They say at this location—what is your word right on the beam 
there? at did you say about locating it at Amarillo? Could you 
locate it elsewhere and have facilities? 

General Harrison. We have gone into that considerably in the past, 
sir. 

Senator Stennis. Elsewhere? 

And have available facilities? 

General Harrison. About all you will find that is available for this 
type of an operation is a hangar, and almost anywhere you have the 
same problems that you have at Amarillo. 

The hangar is going to be required anyway for the SAC buildup 
and for the other jet engine mechanic training courses which are oper- 
ating there at Amarillo. 

If we moved it to, we will say, Biggs, Tex., or some other base, we 
again gain nothing except the cost of moving these drill presses and 
shears and huge metal presses to the new facility. 

You would also, of course, have some problem in management by 
dispersing your activity. 

Senator Seon. All right, anything else? 

(The justifications follow:) 


AIR TRAINING COMMAND 


AMARILLO AIR Force Bass, TEx. 


Line item Budget House action | Restoration 
request requested 
1, Shop, aircraft engine inspection and repair (SAC)_..-------- $275, 000 —$275, 000 +$275, 000 
2. ep. ground powered equipment (SAC)-_-...-..-...---.---- 128, 000 — 128, 000 +128, 000 
ee ee a aS ae 1,040,000 | —1, 040,000 +1, 040, 000 
I acide hietielaraccadnis baulkabscsiiimG ad iiseoinaucinsainnietiniinied 1, 443, 000 —1, 443, 000 +1, 443, 000 


REASON FOR RESTORATION 


1. Shop, aircraft engine inspection and repair (SAC) 


The decision to convert the strategic force from the home base maintenance 
concept of operation to the maintenance dispersal concept was based on the factors 
described below. 
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The home base maintenance concept provided only minimum maintenance 
facilities at the satellite bases. It was planned that the aircraft would be moved 
to the home base for all heavy maintenance. Subsequently, it was determined 
that maintenance of aircraft at their assigned station would provide increased 
operational capability and substantial savings in procurement of aircraft engines 
and in annual operating costs including, fuel, oil, temporary duty travel, and 
transportation. 

In summary the home base maintenance concept costs $12.5 million more 
annually for operating expenses plus $8.8 million as a one-time cost for pipeline 
engines. Maintenance facilities are available at the home bases. It is true that 
by going to the dispersed maintenance concept and by building the additional 
facilities requested at the satellite bases the Air Force may generate some excess 
space at home bases. However, the cost of the new facility and those made excess 
is far outweighed by the operating economies and increased readiness of the 
strategic force. 

The requirement for dock or hangar spaces at the home base was considerably 
reduced. The docks and hangar spaces existing at the home bases were not con- 
structed specifically to weppers the home base maintenance concept, but were 
programed prior to even the establishment of satellite bases, as well as, prior to 
approval of the dispersed maintenance concept. The requirement for this facility 
at the dispersal base did not change and since sufficient docks were provided 
through previous construction programs, they are not involved in the fiscal year 
1960 MCP request. 

The requirement for periodic maintenance space at the dispersal bases has been 
met by attaching shops to the docks at a nominal cost and this facility is, accord- 
ingly, not involved in the fiscal year 1960 MCP. 

In view of the foregoing, the only facility which requires construction in the 
fiscal year 1960 MCP to implement the maintenance dispersal concept at Amarillo 
AFB is an engine inspection and repair shop. 

Considering the improvement in operational capability, the reduced vulner- 
ability, and the savings involved in nonproductive flying from the home base to 
the dispersal base for maintenance, the implementation of the maintenance dis- 
persal concept is a necessity and far outweighs the value of the requested facilities 
and the shops which will be made excess at the home bases. 


2, Shop, ground powered equipment (SAC) 


At one time powered ground equipment was processed in the automotive shops. 
At that time the equipment consisted of relatively simple mechanical processes 
which were actually comparable to the vehicular equipment. With the advent 
of the Century series fighters, higher performance bombers, and new cargo air- 
craft, the ground equipment increased in numbers, sizes, and complexity. As an 
example, the following table shows the types of powered ground equipment re- 
quired for fighter interceptors and the increase in number of pieces for the newer 


aircraft. The increases of powered ground equipment for bombers and cargo 
aircraft is comparable. 


Number of units required per squadron 


Equipment 


ngine generators 
Hydraulic test stand ( 
Hydraulic test stan 
Air conditioner ) 
Air conditioner (electric) 


eaters 
Diesels (60,5100, 150 kilowatts) 
Power supply alert starting 


RONNOCOFFKO 


Total equipment 


z 
& 


The new ground equipment includes nonautomotive features such as gas 
turbine engines and extremely high pressure hydraulic systems. Gas turbine 
engines are the same type engines as those used to power the aircraft and they 
require the same skills to maintain them. The new ground equipment has be- 
come so complex that it is not compatible with the automotive system of main- 
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tenance. For example 1 fighter interceptor aircraft in use today has radio and 
electronic equipment comparable to 100 radios and 100 television sets. One 
electric motor driven generator must furnish the power for this interceptor during 
the time that maintenance is being accomplished. Automotive skills, tools, and 
equipment are not adequate for ground equipment which has become as complex 
as the aircraft it serves. - 

The new construction for powered ground-equipment shops requested in the 
fiscal year 1960 MCP has been thoroughly reviewed at each Air Force level from 
the base; where the project originated, through the Office of the Secretary. 
These projects are not reviewed as a package for the whole Air Force. Even 
though they are repetitive items, they are reviewed individually. This review 
considers the total base requirement for the end position mission and weighs this 
requirement against all of the existing base facilities. 

It is Air Force policy to use existing facilities to the maximum extent whenever 
possible. Often existing facilities cannot be converted to other uses because of 
the stringent requirements of the workload and unusable condition of the buildings. 
For example, old structures quite often do not have the floor loading capacity or 
door sizes to accommodate this new heavy equipment. These same structures 
might not be capable of supporting overhead hoists and monorails necessary for 
maintenance on ground equipment. Maintenance of this equipment requires 
complete rewiring of existing structures to provide the required power. When 
the costs of these modifications are totaled for some existing structures they exceed 
the cost of new buildings. The important point is that when all these modifica- 
tions are completed the resultant facility is still barely adequate for powered 
ground equipment maintenance. 

The size of the powered ground equipment shops were based on the number 
and types of pieces programed to be assigned to the using organizations at the 
fiscal year 1963 time period. Each piece of ground equipment receives a daily 
inspection to insure correct operating condition. This inspection is brief in com- 
parison to the regular periodic inspections. Periodic inspections are performed on 
each piece of equipment after a predetermined number of operating hours. 

A part of the powered ground equipment shop is used as a control and dispatch 
center for all the equipment. Most of the equipment is dispatched each day and 
some of the equipment is dispatched several times a day. 

There are approximately 227 pieces of ground powered equipment to be main- 
tained at Amarillo AFB. No existing facility located in the vicinity of the opera- 
tional apron is available for this use. 


8. Technical training general 


The technical training facility requested by ATC for Amarilio AFB is required 
to provide for adequate training in the airframe repair course. Airframe repair 
techniques are becoming more complex each year. The introduction of high 
performance aircraft (mach 1-2) into the Air Force inventory has greatly increased 
the need for quality training in this area. A properly trained airframe repairman 
can save the Air Force many thousands of dollars by placing very costly and much 
needed aircraft back in flying condition. 

The airframe repair course is currently being conducted in an open hangar area 
of approximately 42,000 square feet. This is inadequate to accommodate the 
heavy power equipment, i.e., press brakes, squaring shears, grinders, drill presses, 
work benches, and other related equipment required in the laboratory portion 
of this course. This equipment is, of necessity, crowded and in some cases presents 
very unsafe working conditions. The noise level is such that quality training 
instruction is virtually impossible. Airframe repair courses are now barely capable 
of meeting the minimum Air Force training standards. With the new materials 
and repair techniques being introduced, it is extremely doubtful that this course 
can keep pace using the present facility. 

The hangar space presently occupied by the airframe repair course is urgently 
required for expansion of current and projected aircraft and missile courses. No 
other ATC facility can accommodate the airframe repair course. The Air Force 
training requirement for airframe repairmen is over 1,000 per year through fiscal 
year 1962. Student load is over 400 during this time period. The new proposed 
training facility would eliminate the undesirable crowding of equipment and 
personnel and provide adequate facilities for quality instruction. 
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HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


1. Shop, aircraft engine inspection and repair (SAC) 

“Funds in the amount of $5,922,000 were requested in support of SAC dispersed 
maintenance facilities at various locations. The original concept for aircraft 
maintenance in support of the dispersal of SAC units involved the construction 
of facilities at certain locations referred to as home bases. These bases would 
each support several SAC units at various locations. Facilities have been con- 
structed in support of this concept. Now the Air Force desires to abandon this 
concept and permit the maintenance to be performed at each installation where 
SAC aircraft are located. The committee is not convinced of the eeonomy of 
this change or that maximum use is being made of maintenance facilities already 
constructed in support of the SAC mission. Accordingly, the funds requested 
have been deleted from the bill and the Department of Defense is expected to make 
a detailed review of this program.” 


2. Shop, ground powered equipment (SAC) 

‘Funds were requested in the amount of $2,651,000 for the construction of shop 
facilities for ground powered equipment at various locations within the Air Force. 
Information developed by the committee cast serious doubt as to the validity of 
the requirements, particularly as regards the scope and size of the buildings and 
the maximum utilization of existing facilities. The committee has denied the 
request for funds and will expect the Department of Defense to make a thorough 
review of this entire program.” 


3. Technical training general 

“The committee has denied the request of $1,040,000 for technical training 
facility at Amarillo AFB, Tex., in the belief that existing facilities at this location 
and other Air Force training stations are sufficient to meet this requirement.” 


LackLanp Ark Force Base, TEx. 


General Harrison. I haven’t covered Lackland. 

Senator Stennis. I thought you said the same thing applied to 
Lackland. 

General Harrison. No, sir. 

Senator Stennis. All right, excuse me, go ahead. 


CRYPTOGRAPHIC TRAINING BUILDING 


General Harrison. The technical training facility that we requested 
at Lackland was a cryptographic training building. As you know, 
cryptography is merely using codes in the sending of messages. Today 
we use machines to do that primarily. However, a complete secure 
communications network capable of passing large volumes of traffic 
worldwide is vital to Air Force operations and national security. It is 
essential that the communications traffic for the SAC control system, 
global communications system, the intelligence gathering agencies, 
the air defense system be both timely and secure. 

In this business of security, the National Security Agency as well 
as the Department of Defense have recently criticized all services for 
their not lack of security but the fact that they must improve their 
security. 

You all know what happened when we broke the codes of the Japa- 
nese during World War II. We can’t let our potential enemies break 
ours. 

We maintain this cryptographic security through a series of com- 
plex electronic equipments and naturally we must have highly qualified 
and trained electronics technicians to operate and maintain them 
worldwide. 
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SPACE NECESSARY 


The Air Training Command is determined that 115,000 square feet 
is necessary to fulfill this requirement. We had asked for 60,000 of 
this 115,000 and had intended to ask for 55,000 in the 1961 program. 
They say that facilities are available. We have looked at facilities all 
over. You must keep in mind that because of the security classifica- 
tion of this equipment, it cannot just be anywhere. It must be 
behind fences, well guarded and lighted at night with special systems to 
enter and leave, because if we lose the security of this system, we have 
lost most everything. 


PRESENT FACILITIES INADEQUATE 


The facilities for the Cryptographic School at Lackland are com- 
pletely inadequate and are not conducive to effective or efficient learn- 
ing of this highly technical skill. The school consists of 15 one-story 
World War II temporary barracks built to provide a minimum degree 
of shelter during a wartime situation. 

The temperature of the classrooms frequently exceeds 100° in the 
summer, and this high temperature is caused by both the outside 
temperature and the heat generated by the equipment. 

The equipment containing in excess of 2,000 vacuum tubes are in 
many classrooms. Exhaust fans are used to lower classroom tempera- 
tures to the 100-plus level, but of course this raises the noise level in 
the classroom to such a point that the students can’t hear the instructor 
and they can’t concentrate or study the subject matter of the day. 

Senator Stennis. General, why do you put all these classes and 
locate all these training schools where you have these bombers? 

General Harrison. There are no bombers at Lackland. 

Senator Stennis. I mean jets or any other noise? 

General Harrison. There is no aircraft at Lackland. 

Senator Stennis. I thought you said they couldn’t hear. 


NOISE PROBLEM 


General Harrison. Because of the noise of the fans. You see the 
equipment with 2,000 tubes generates a lot of heat, and of course at 
that, a Texas afternoon is pretty warm. In order to get the tempera- 
ture down so that the equipment will not malfunction which it does— 
we have about 23 percent malfunction of the equipment just because 
of the heat in the building—it is supposed to be temperature and 
humidity controlled but of course it is not, we have these exhaust 
fans, and then with the fans blowing you can’t hear anything. 

That is the problem. Now, we put this school at this facility because 
this is the gateway to the Air Force, and from all the people that come 
into the Air Force we select those who are mentally qualified and 
security qualified to become these technicians, and they do not then 
have to make another move. 

They just go across the other side of the base and go to school and 
when they graduate they are sent worldwide to the security services, 
AACS, Strategic Air Command, Air Defense Command, and so forth. 

Senator Srennis. How many men are you going to train there 
per year? 
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NUMBER OF TRAINEES 


General Harrison. We must train 1,200 a year, sir. This is 
growing. Now, in response to the House’s request that the Depart- 
ment of Defense consider combining the Army, Navy, and Air Force, 
we have had two meetings on this. The Army school is loaded and 
can take no more. The Navy school is loaded and can take no more. 
As I have just pointed out, the Air Force school is in the same condi- 
tion. 

We do exchange some students however and have been doing it. 
For instance, last year we trained 50 Air Force people trained by the 
Navy and we trained 100 Navy people down there. 

You must realize, however, sir, that the equipments used are 
quite different. 

The missions and roles are different. It is a different thing to 
communicate from ship to ship or from ship to shore than it is from 
the DEW line to Norad or SAC. It is a different thing to communi- 
cate within the Army from one regiment to another or one Army 
to another. 


CONSOLIDATED TRAINING 


Senator Stennis. General, of all these training programs that you 
are familiar with, what facilities do you have and what programs do 
you have where the Air Force and the Navy and the Army are working 
together, training together? 

General Harrison. We have many. 

Senator Stennis. Well, how many and what are they? Give us 
an outline of it. I mean, that is, a consolidated plan. I am not 
referring to where you have a few visitors around from one service 
to the other. 

General Harrison. Of course, our biggest one is in those common 
skills for which there is no specific or special requirement different 
from one service to the other. Stenographic is one of them. 

Of course, in all of our service schools we have Army and Navy 
people for the officers training various training schools and we send 
our people to their schools. 

Senator Stennis. Do you mean the Academies? 

General Harrison. No, sir, the Air University system—squadron 
school, air war college, armed forces—— 

Senator Stennis. That is just a small-scale interchange though, 
isn’t it? You have separate training for each one of the services 
there, do you not? 

General Harrison. We have separate requirements for the most 
part, sir. ; 

Senator Stennis. I appreciate that. What I am trying to get is a 
little briefing here by you. Let’s get to the separate part first. I 
asked you for the consolidated program. 

General Harrison. The National War College and Industrial Col- 
lege of the Armed Forces are the primary examples. They are here 
in Washington and they are absolutely run by the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff and combine Army, Navy, and Air Force period: 

; el Cuavez. How many personnel are involved here in Wash- 
ington 





MILITARY CONSTRUCTION APPROPRIATIONS, 1960 861 


General Harrison. I believe it is about 200 in the National War 
College and there is about the same in the Industrial College of the 
Armed Forces, sir, per year. 

Senator Cuavez. Is 50 percent Air Force, 25 percent Army, and 
25 percent Navy? 

General Harrison. It is split up about one-fourth Army, one- 
fourth Navy, one-fourth Air Force, and one-fourth Secretary of 
State and other governmental activities which send representatives. 

Senator Stennis. All right, back to the question now. We have 
the secretarial and then we have these special training colleges that 
you mentioned—the War College and others. Now, what else do 
you have where you have a real in-common program? 

General Harrison. The Armed Forces Staff College at Norfolk, 
Va., is run under the direction of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, and it 
changes periodically to be under the Army, the Navy, or ‘the Air 
Force; but it uses students from all three services, and some from 
the State Department and the Coast and Geodetic Survey. 

Senator Stennis. What is that? 

General Harrison. Armed Forces Staff College at Norfolk, Va. 

Senator Stennis. That is what? 

General Harrison. That is a combined school. 

Senator Stennis. For staff officers? 

General Harrison. Yes. 

Senator Stennis. All right, what else? I don’t know about these. 

I have never looked into it. 

General Harrison. We have others. 

Senator Stennis. These are not catch questions. If you need a 
little time to think this over 

General Harrison. I think we have some straight communications 
whereby they are all combined. I would have to supply that for the 
record, sir. 

Senator Srennis. I wish you would. You can think that over, 
and if you are going to be here this afternoon—will you be here this 
afternoon? Maybe we can get back to that. 

General Harrison. I can get it. 

Senator Stennis. It is so much better to have you explain it as 
you go along, rather than just listing it on a piece of paper. You 
can brush up on that a little. I don’t want to catch you unawares. 
But give us a picture. 

(The information appeaas below.) 


Arr Force Courses 1N Wuicn Army-Navy Stupents ARE BEING TRAINED 


Army students: 
Air traffic control officer 
Weapons direction (SAGE) 
Weather observer 
Weather forecaster superintendent 
Rawinsonde operator 
Air route approach control operator 
Air traffic control operator 
Control tower operator 
Aircraft landing control operator 
Data processing (SAGE) 
Air traffic control radar repairman 
Sentry dog handler 

Navy-Marine students: 
Intelligence operations technician 
Aircraft and early warning radar repairman 





862 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION APPROPRIATIONS, 1960 


Army Courses IN Wuico Arr Force Stupents ARE TRAINED 


Map compiling Food service supervisor 
Topographic surveying Cooking 

General drafting Train crewman 

Construction drafting Water supply and sanitation 
Construction surveying Crane shovel operator 
Information specialist Engineer equipment maintenance 
Information officer Office machine repairman 
Stenography Airborne (parachutist) 

Joint military packaging 


U.S. Navy Courses in Wuicu Air Force Stupents ArE TRAINED 


Naval school of justice Maintenance of radiac equipment 
Heating specialist Surface ordnance disposal technician 


TRAINING MECHANICS 


Now, do you have any outside of this secretarial—do you have any 
program you can think of that goes down to the question of training 
mechanics, just the basic rudimentary training of these youngsters in 
mechanics? Is there any program where you have a joint under- 
taking of that kind? 

General Harrison. You mean aircraft mechanics? 

Senator Stennis. Yes, just basic training in mechanics. 

General Harrison. No, sir. We train some people for the Army 
and some for the Navy in sort of an exchange program, but our 
requirements again are so different. 

Senator Stennis. They are so different? Maybe it is not practical. 

General Harrison. The Army has aircraft and the Navy has air- 
craft, but you can’t compare a B—52 with a Cub or with a shipboard 
fighter or fighter bomber that the Navy has. 

The same is true with almost everything else. With vehicles, the 
Army has primarily special-purpose vehicles to haul guns. They 
have tanks and things like that, and they train their people, and we 
train ours because we have different types. 

Senator Stennis. All right, anything further you want to say on 
these items? 

Thank you very much, sir. 

We will go to the next item now. 

(The justification follows:) 


LackLAND Arr Force Bask, TEx. 


Line item Budget House action | Restoration 
request requested ; 


1, Technical training, general $1, 186,000 | —$1, 186,000 | +$1, 186, 000 


REASON FOR RESTORATION 


Air Training Command, in their fiscal year 1960 MCP, estimated that 115,000 
square feet of new construction would be required to support the student loads 
in cryptographic equipment maintenance training. This was subsequently re- 
duced to 60,000 square feet during AF and DOD budgetary reviews. 

The facilities for the Cryptographic School at Lackland AFB are completely 
inadequate. The school consists of fifteen 1-story World War II barracks. 
The temperature in the classrooms frequently exceeds 100° in the summer. This 
high temperature is caused by both the outside temperature and the heat gen- 
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erated by the equipment. Equipments containing in excess of 2,000 vacuum 
tubes are in many classrooms. xhaust fans are essential to lower classroom 
temperatures to the 100°-plus level. Fan noise, in turn, raises the noise level in 
the classrooms to such a point that concentration and study are all but impossible. 
Also, the high temperatures under which the equipment operates, temperatures 
inside the equipment. are frequently above 130°, result in frequent equipment 
failures. In addition to expensive repairs, this results in less training time for 
the students. In short, the facilities currently occupied by the school are not 
conducive to effective or efficient learning. 

Large quantities of cryptographic equipment are being procured for the uni- 
versally secure communications system. Training requirements for personnel to 
operate and maintain this equipment are now relatively small. owever, as 
production increases, training loads will increase, reaching a peak in fiscal years 
1962 and 1963. Even the inadequate facilities at Lackland will not accommodate 
the students who must be trained in this time period. 

Highly qualified technicians are required to maintain the complex electronic 
cryptographic equipment being procured. The Air Force must train young men, 
the majority of whom have had no previous experience or training in the electronic 
area, to fill these positions. The quality of training they receive at the school 
determines, to a large degree, the level of technical competence to which they will 

rogress. 
° HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


“Existing facilities are adequate to meet this need at the present time.” 
Martser Arr Force Base, Cauir. 


Colonel ParKuitu. Page 59, Mather Air Force Base, we have two 
items. These are both for Strategic Air Command. 

Senator Srennis. These were covered by your presentation yester- 
day, is that right? 

Colonel Parxaity. That’s right. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

(The information requested and justification follow:) 


Matuer AFB 


Quantity Appropriation request 
Quantity existing juantity 
uired or under eficient 
construc- 
Quantity Cost 


Shop aircraft engine inspection and repair | Square feet | Square feet | Square feet | Square feet |, Thousands 

(SAC) 9 0 18, 970 18, 970 $282 

Shop ground powered equipment (SAC).- 5, 278 0 5, 278 5, 278 155 
| 


Shop, Aircraft Engine Inspection and Repair: This activity is presently using 
an old abandoned hangar with no door, not near flight line. 

Shop, Ground Powered Equipment: This function is presently housed in several 
different structures not near the flight line all of which, with the exception of one 
substandard structure in the scope of 4,800 square feet, are beyond economic 
repair and maintenance and will be demolished when a new structure is provided. 


AIR TRAINING COMMAND 


Marner Arr Force Basr, Cat. 


| 
Line item Budget House action | Restoration 
request requested 


1, Shop, Aircraft engine inspection and repair (SAC) 
2. Shop, Ground"powered equipment (SAC) 155, 000 —155, 000 +155, 000 
437, 000 —437, 000 +437, 000 


42550—59——_55 
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REASON FOR RESTORATION 


1. Shop, aircraft engineering inspection and repair (SAC) 

The decision to convert the strategic force from the home base maintenance 
concept of operation to the maintenance dispersal concept was based on the 
factors described below. 

The home base maintenance concept provided only minimum maintenance 
facilities at the satellite bases. It was planned that the aircraft would be moved 
to the home base for all heavy maintenance. Subsequently it was determined 
that maintenance of aircraft at their assigned station would provide increased 
operational capability and substantial savings in procurement of aircraft engines 
and in annual operating costs including fuel, oil, temporary duty travel, and 
transportation. 

In summary the home base maintenance concept costs $12.5 million more 
annually for operating expenses plus $8.8 million as a one-time cost for pipeline 
engines. Maintenance facilities are available at the home bases. It is true that 
by going to the dispersed maintenance concept and by building the additional 
facilities requested at the satellite bases the Air Force may generate some excess 
space at home bases. However, the cost of the new facility and those made 
excess is far outweighed by the operating economies and increased readiness of 
the strategic force. 

The requirement for dock or hangar spaces at the home base was considerably 
reduced. The docks and hangar spaces existing at the home bases were not 
constructed specifically to support the home base maintenance concept, but were 
programed prior to even the establishment of satellite bases, as well as, prior to 
approval of the dispersed maintenance concept. The requirement for this facility 
at the dispersal base did not change and since sufficient docks were provided 
through # eee construction programs, they are not involved in the fiscal year 
1960 MCP request. 

The requirement for periodic maintenance space at the dispersal bases has been 
met by attaching shops to the docks at a nominal cost and this facility is, accord- 
ingly, not involved in the fiscal year 1960 MCP. 

In view of the foregoing, the only facility which requires construction in the 
fiscal year 1960 MCP to implement the maintenance dispersal concept at Mather 
AFB is an engine inspection and repair shop. 

Considering the improvement in operational capability, the reduced vulner- 
ability, and the savings involved in nonproductive flying from the home base 
to the dispersal base for maintenance, the implementation of the maintenance 
dispersal concept is a necessity and far outweighs the value of the requested 
facilities and the shops which will be made excess at the home bases. 


2. Shop, ground powered equipment (SAC) 


At one time powered ground equipment was processed in the automotive shops. 
At that time the equipment consisted of relatively simple mechanical processes 
which were actually comparable to the vehicular equipment. With the advent 
of the Century series fighters, higher performance bombers, and new cargo air- 
craft, the ground equipment increased in numbers, sizes, and complexity. As an 
example, the following table shows the types of powered ground equipment re- 
quired for fighter interceptors and the increase in number of pieces for-the newer 
aircraft. The increase of powered ground equipment for bombers and cargo 
aircraft is comparable. 


Number of units required per squadron 
Equipment 


Motor generators 

Engine generators 

Hydraulic test stand (gas) __- 
Hydraulic test stand (electric) 
Air conditioner (gas) 

ey I eee 
Air compressor (starting) 
Heaters (electric) 

Heaters (gas) 

Diesels (60, 100, 150 kilowatts) ___. 
Power supply alert starting... _. 
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The new ground equipment includes nonautomotive features such as gas 
turbine engines and extremely high pressure hydraulic systems. Gas turbine 
engines are the same type engines as those used to power the aircraft and they 
require the same skills to maintain them. The new ground equipment has 
become so complex that it is not compatible with the automotive system of 
maintenance. For example one fighter interceptor aircraft in use today has 
radio and electronic equipment comparable to 100 radios and 100 television sets. 
One electric motor-driven generator must furnish the power for this interceptor 
during the time that maintenance is being accomplished. Automotive skills, 
tools, and equipment are not adequate for ground equipment which has become 
as complex as the aircraft it serves. 

The new construction for powered ground equipment shops requested in the 
fiscal year 1960 MCP has been thoroughly reviewed at each Air Force level from 
the base, where the project originated, through the Office of the Secretary. These 
projects are not reviewed as a package for the whole Air Force. Even though 
they are repetitive items, they are reviewed individually. This review considers 
the total base requirement for the end position mission and weighs this require- 
ment against all of the existing base facilities. 

It is Air Force policy to use existing facilities to the maximum extent whenever 
possible. Often existing facilities cannot be converted to other uses because of 
the stringent requirements of the workload and unusable condition of the build- 
ings. For example, old structures quite often do not have the floor loading 
capacity or door sizes to accommodate this new heavy equipment. These same 
structures might not be capable of supporting overhead hoists and monorails 
necessary for maintenance on ground equipment. Maintenance of this equipment 
requires complete rewiring of existing structures to provide the required power. 
When the costs of these modifications are totaled for some existing structures they 
exceed the cost of new buildings. The important point is that when all these 
modifications are completed the resultant facility is still barely adequate for 
powered ground equipment maintenance. 

The size of the powered ground equipment shops were based on the number and 
types of pieces programed to be assigned to the using organizations at the fiscal 
year 1963 time period. Each piece of ground equipment receives a daily inspec- 
tion to insure correct operating condition. This inspection is brief in comparison 
to the regular periodic inspections. Periodic inspections are performed on each 
piece of equipment after a predetermined number of operating hours. 

A part of the powered ground equipment shop is used as a control and dispatch 
center for all the equipment. Most of the equipment is dispatched each day and 
some of the equipment is dispatched several times a day. 

This facility is required to service approximately 227 pieces of equipment for 
SAC aircraft. The SAC force occupies a newly constructed area on the base 
removed from the training area. There are no facilities in the new area for this 
function, 

HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


1. Shop, aircraft engine inspection, and repair (SAC) 

‘Funds in the amount of $5,922,000 were requested in support of SAC-dispersed 
maintenance facilities at various locations. The original concept for aircraft 
maintenance in support of the dispersal of SAC units involved the construction 
of facilities at certain locations referred to as ‘home bases.’ . These bases would 
each support several SAC units at various locations. Facilities have been: con- 
structed in support of this concept. Now the Air Force desires to abandon this 
concept and permit the maintenance to be performed at each installation where 
SAC aircraft are located. The committee is not convinced of the economy of 
this change or that maximum use is being made of maintenance facilities already 
constructed in support of the SAC mission. Accordingly the funds requested 
have been deleted from the bill and the Department of Defense is expected to 
make a detailed review of this program.” 


2. Shop, ground powered equipment (SAC) 


‘Funds were requested in the amount of $2,651,000 for the construction of shop 
facilities for ground powered equipment at various locations within the Air Force. 
Information developed by the committee cast serious doubt as to the validity of 
the requirements, particularly as regards the scope and size of the buildings and 
the maximum utilization of existing facilities. The committee has denied the 
request for funds and will expect the Department of Defense to make a thorough 
review of this entire program.”’ 
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Colonel Parxuiti. Sheppard Air Force Base. 


SueprparD Arr Force Base HospitTan 


Colonel Parxurtu. The first is a hospital. We request restoration 
of the $6,240,000 since this is approved in the military construction 
authorization bill. We have our medical people here to discuss this 
if you wish to. 

Senator Stennis. I thought we had already covered that subject 
matter rather fully. 

Colonel Parxut.u. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. If you have some additional point though about 
this particular installation we will be glad to hear from the colonel 
again. 


oo you tell us you feel just like you did yesterday, I suppose? 
COST OF HOSPITAL 


Colonel CarmicHak.. Yes, sir, I slept fairly well and did not change 
my opinion on this. The only thing I would like to add, sir, is to 
emphasize the new amount requested as contained in the authori- 
zation bill and call your attention to the data we submitted in the 
cost comparison with the Hill-Burton. In this case, as an item of 
interest to you, the general geographical factor was against us and 
we did actually, in making our comparison, we actually raised the 
amount of money we used. 

We raised the amount of money we used against our own hospital 
in making the comparison with Hill-Burton to keep all of our compari- 
sons though throughout the program consistent, and even at that we 
still come out with a cost per square foot of $30. 58 for the entire medi- 
cal facility, which again is below the Hill-Burton average of $31.06. 
I just wanted to call your attention to that. That has been submitted, 
sir, in the record. 

Senator Srennis. Thank you very much. 

Senator Chavez, a very concrete statement was made on this 
pene and I tell you right now the Air Force has outfigured Hill- 

urton hands down. 

(Discussion off the record.) 


ABANDONMENT OF EXPANDIBLE CHASIS DESIGN 


Colonel CarmicHar.. Sir, I covered this in the general statement 
yesterday but I think it would be well to emphasize it here. The 
medical facility at Sheppard was under design, in fact the design 
had progressed to the point that when the decision was made in 1957 
to revert back to the nonexpandible chassis, the saving was not 
justified. The cost of redesigning was such that the saving 

Senator Stennis. How much did you have invested in design, do 
you remember? 

Colonel CarmicHaet. As of that date I am sure we could get it, sir. 

General Minton. It should be $300 to $350,000. 

Senator Stennis. You say you made the ‘decision way back in 
1957 to abandon this double chassis proposition? | 

General Minton. For all future designs, yes, sir. 
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Colonel Canmicuar.. Actually again, Mr. Chairman, we have 
“~—— this for the record. 

If you can spare me a minute I will be glad to more or less read what 
we have submitted for the record. It might be well to review it. 

Senator Stennis. We have it here, unless you have a special reason. 
I think we have been into it fully. You kept it a mighty good secret 
about your change in plans from 1957 to 1959. That is I didn’t know 
anything about it. I had not heard it mentioned. 

Colonel CarmicHasr.. All of our new designs are on a complete non- 
expandable basis, and the only other exception is Clinton County 
which we explained in the authorization. 

And again we have included a statement in the prepared information 
as to why that one is slightly expanded on the chassis side. 

Senator Stennis. I understood that reason, but those of us that 
have to give so much time to these matters, it is not anything that 
pleases us or helps us particularly. 

I think we could get along better if you gentlemen would just come 
right on up when you change your minds ca something and change 
your policy. 

Just tell us about it. I have a feeling that you may think there has 
not been—Senator Hill says it is a mighty poor Senator who doesn’t 
know more about voting today than he did yesterday, and it is a 
mighty poor Air Force that doesn’t know more today than it did 
yesterday on everything. 

Thank you very much. 

I think you made a fine showing here, Colonel. 


SAC Repair SHops 


Colonel Parxuiuy. The next two items are at Sheppard Air Force 
Base and are for the Strategic Air Command. 

Senator Stennis. Yes, your SAC repair shops. 

Colonel Parxuiu. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Does the same proof apply that you presented 
here yesterday? 

Colonel Parxuity. That’s right. 

Senator Stennis. What about those charts? Do you have them 
ready to go into the record? 

Colonel Parxuiiu. They are being prepared this morning, sir. 

Senator Stennis. I see. 

(The material referred to follows:) 


SHEPPARD AFB 


Quantity 
existing Appropriation request 
or under juantity 
construc- eficient 
tion 
Quantity Cost 


Square feet | Square feet | Square feet | (In Thou- 
sands) 


Shop, aircraft engine inspection and repair- 0 18, 970 18, 970 $304 
Shop, aircraft maintenance field, addition-- 700 40, 480 16, 220 8, 000 194 


Nore.—The mission requiring these facilities is not on base today. When the aircraft arrive at this base, 
existing facilities, or those under construction, will not be adequate to support the total base mission, 
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Senator Stennis. You are not only testifying before us but you are 
testifying again before the House committee. We are going to send 
this right on over there to them for them to look at. 

Colonel Parxuiu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Suritr. Copies will be furnished to the committee. 

Senator Stennis. Such part as they wish, you see, because this is 
your rehearing. 

Colonel Parxuiuu. That’s right. 

Senator Stennis. It is just like a court. We grant you a new trial 
in a way and see what further testimony you have on this. All right, 
proceed. 

(The justifications follow :) 


AIR TRAINING COMMAND 


SHepparD Air Force Bast, TEx. 


Line item Budget House action | Restoration 
request requested 


1. Hospital 300/500 bed —$6, 934,000 | +$6, 240, 600 
2. Shop, aircraft engine inspection and repair (SAC) 304, 000 —304 +304, 000 


3. Shop, aircraft maintenance field (addition) (SAC) ¢ —194, 000 +194, 000 


—7, 432, 000 +6, 738, 600 


REASON FOR RESTORATION 


1. Item No. 1—Hospital 300/500 bed 


Restoration is requested in the amount of $6,240,600 since this is the approved 
authorization recently approved in the military construction authorization bill. 
The present facility consisting of approximately 100 wooden temporary buildings 
constructed during the period of 1941-43 have deteriorated to the point of no 
return. The present facility, scattered over approximately 54 acres, is func- 
tionally obsolete and inefficient and uneconomical to operate. Continued usage 
of this facility will necessitate the eventual limiting of the type of medical care 
available. It is medically hazardous to continue surgical and obstetrical care in 
this type of worn facility which is conducive to the spread of infectious bacteria. 

(a) Equipment and criteria.—Plans and specifications for Air Force medical 
facilities are based on approved functional plans. For example, there is a plan 
for each of the following sizes: 50-bed, 75-bed, 100-bed, 150-bed, and 200-bed. 
These approved functional plans are used by the civilian architect-engineer firms 
in designing a specific facility. In each case, the specific design is reviewed by the 
Air Force, Office of the Secretary of Defense and the Bureau of the Budget three 
times before finally approved for construction. The functional plans are based 
on workload experience data. The size of each function is then determined, but, 
in no case, can the total scope exceed the Office of the Secretary of Defense 
authorizedsize. Therefore, the plans are compressed to stay within the authorized 
scope. The Air Force medical facility includes many functions normally not 
present in civilian hospitals, i.e., medical clinics, doctor’s offices, public health 
activities, flight surgeons’ clinics, and a larger administrative and joint use item. 
By the latter we refer to X-ray laboratory, pharmacy, and supply area. An 
analysis of our plans reveals that the Air Force is required to allot 40 percent of 
the medical facility scope to these activities, which in civilian life are produced 
outside of the hospital or there is no civilian counterpart. To cite examples, the 
laboratory workload is 25 percent for inpatients and 75 percent in support of the 
community outpatient function. Similarly, X-ray is 15 percent inpatient, 85 
percent outpatient and aviation medicine. Pharmacy is 5 percent inpatient and 
95 percent outpatient. Notwithstanding, the following actions have been taken, 
subsequent to the start of the congressional hearings on this military construction 
program: 

(1) A detail review with the Air Force of installed medical and dental 
equipment; to effect a reduction in costs, a standard of minimum quantities 
and qualities is being applied. 
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(2) A post occupancy inspection of recently constructed medical facilities 
is being accomplished. 

(3) A civilian architect-engineering firm, Sherlock, Smith & Adams, has 
been employed to review all Air Force medical criteria and functional plans. 
To date, they have reviewed the plans for the 50-, 75-, 100-, and 200-bed 
facilities. At a recent conference, they stated that the criteria applied to 
Air Force facilities, including equipment, is of comparable quantity and 
quality to civilian design. In fact, they point out that the criteria, applied 
to many materials incorporated in Air Force design, does not take advantage 
of long-term savings in maintenance and operating costs, which are inherent 
in many new but slightly higher initial cost products. 

(b) Size and scope.—Size and scope of each medical facility is based on the best 
available programed strength for 5 yearsin the future. This results in reductions 
for command requested size, even though current strength is in excess of programed 
strengths. In addition, the capability of other Government medical facilities in 
the area are investigated prior to the Air Force requesting a new facility. For 
example, at Olmsted Air Force Base, a dispensary was requested rather than a 
hospital since the U.S. Army hospital, at Carlisle Barracks, Pa., is considered 
adequate to provide bed patient care. Existing medical facilities are used to the 
maximum. Replacements are requested only when the existing facility is con- 
sidered unsafe for medical care and the costs of rehabilitation and maintenance 
are excessive. The Air Force is currently operating many medical facilities which 
are considered marginal regarding patient safety. It has been determined that 
certain medical care procedures will have to be eliminated, in the future, at some 
of these facilities due to the deplorable condition of the buildings. 

(c) Mobilization—The Air Force does not construct permanent medical facili- 
ties incorporating a mobilization requirement. Prior to 1957, medical facilities 
were programed with an expanded chassis to accommodate a future strength 
increase at a specific base. This was considered the most economical procedure 
since the chassis is by far the most expensive part of the facility and could be 
constructed initially at a lower cost than subsequent additions. In 1957, the Air 
Force revised this procedure and directed future medical facilities be designed 
against current or programed strengths. Exceptions were made for those facili- 
ties under design at the time, where the costs of redesign would offset any savings. 
The hospital programed at Sheppard Air Force Base was in this category. 

(d) Change orders—Change orders are a continuing problem. There are, in 
essence, two types of change orders. Those involving design deficiencies and those 
involving functional changes. Design deficiencies can be greatly reduced through 
improved architect-engineer services and design supervision, which is a responsi- 
bility of the Corps of Engineers. Functional changes are being reduced through 
continuous review and improvement of criteria and research to incorporate 
advanced design concepts in each current project. For example, we again cite 
the research and design contract with the architectural-engineering firm of 
Sherlock, Smith & Adams whose activities are aimed at this specific problem. 

(e) Estimated costs—Based on the missions of a base medical facility, referenced 
above, the cost of these facilities is not excessive. In fact, the cost per square foot 
and the cost per bed compare favorably with those constructed under the Hill- 
Burton Act. Since 40 percent of the total scope and cost of an Air Force medical 
facility is chargeable to missions not normally found in Hill-Burton hospitals, such 
percentage must be deducted from the Air Force medical facility price, if any cost 
comparison is to be pertinent. Using the requested amount of $6,240,600 for the 
Sheppard AFB medical facility of 300/500 beds and 222,500 square feet, this 40 
percent hospital portion of the Sheppard AFB medical facility is, therefore, 
$3,744,600 ($6,240,600— $2,496,000) and this represents a cost per bed of $12,482, 
and a cost per square foot of $28.04. This per bed cost is comparable to the aver- 
age per bed cost of Hill-Burton Act hospitals of $19,000. There are many 
variables which also should be considered in cost comparisons. These include: 


Cost of inspection. 

Cost of utilities outside the 5-foot line. 

Cost of movable or group II and III equipment. 

Construction cost index for the area in which the medical facility is located. 


For example, the Corps of Engineers inspection costs for the Sheppard AFB 
medical facility is $571,397. At a similar Hill-Burton hospital of 250 beds at 
Pine Bluffs, Ark., this inspection cost amounted to $212,965. It averages approx- 
imately $999 per bed for Hill-Burton hospitals. At Sheppard AFB, the cost of 
utilities outside the 5-foot line is $250,000, while there are not exterior utility 
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costs reflected in Hill-Burton hospitals. The costs of group II and III equipment 
are not included in the cost of the Sheppard AFB medical facility, but are included 
in the cost of Hill-Burton hospitals. The average per bed cost of this movable 
equipment for Hill-Burton hospitals is approximately $1.936. The construction 
cost index of the area in which the Sheppard AFB hospital is located is 0.95. The 
average for the Hill-Burton hospitals listed in the January 1959 issue of U.S. 
Department of Public Health Service hospital and medical facilities survey and 
construction program is 1.03. Were these variables considered in the cost of the 
Sheppard AFB hospital and appropriate adjustments made, the resulting cost per 
bed would be $13,607 and the cost per square foot $30.58. Both costs will then 
compare favorably with the average Hill-Burton hospital cost of $19,000 per bed 
and $31.06 per square foot (U.S. Department of Public Health Service ital 
and medical facilities survey and construction program, dated January 1959). 
Attached is detailed listing of the costs computations. The per bed cost of $14.53 
which is included in the $31.06 is a misleading example. This cost is for a 14-bed 
Respite! constructed in Idaho of masonry exterior and wood frame interior and 
roof structure. No sprinkler system is provided and the minimum of air con- 
ditioning. Such construction is not representative of either U.S. Department of 
Public Health Service, Air Force, or civilian standards for permanent construction. 


Method of computing Sheppard AFB hospital costs of $13,607 per bed and $30.58 
per square foot 

Requested amount 
Less utilities beyond 5-foot line 
Less Corps of Engineers inspection 
Plus grou II and III equipment $1,936 per bed X 50 beds__--- 580, 000. 00 
Plus Hill-Burton inspection costs $999 per bed X 50 beds 299, 000. 00 
Plus difference in area index costs and Hill-Burton average 503, 976. 00 
Adjusted cost of Sheppard AFB hospital 6, 803, 679. 00 
Cost per square foot $6,803,679 ~- 222,500 square feet 30. 58 
Cost per bed $6,803,679 X 60 percent (area chargeable to the 

portion of this medical facility ~- 300 13, 607. 00 


A $1,936 per bed cost of group II and III ies and $999 per bed cost 
of Hill-Burton inspection are the averages for 10 Hill-Burton hospitals. 


2. Items Nos. 2 and 8, shop aircraft engine inspection and repair (SAC)—Shop 
aircraft maintenance field (additonal) (SAC) 

The decision to convert the strategic force from the home base maintenance 
concept of se to the maintenance dispersal concept was based on the 
factors descri below. 

The home base maintenance concept provided only minimum maintenance 
facilities at the satellite bases. It was planned that the aircraft would be moved 
to the home base for all heavy maintenance. Subsequently it was determined 
that maintenance of aircraft at their assigned station would provide increased 
operational capability and substantial savings in procurement of aircraft engines 
and in annual operating costs including fuel, oil, temporary duty travel, and 
transportation. 

In summary the home base maintenance coneept costs $12.5 million more 
annually for operating expenses plus $8.8 million as a one-time cost for pipeline 
engines. Maintenance facilities are available at the home bases. It is true that 
by going to the dispersal maintenance concept and by building the additional 
facilities requested at the satellite bases the Air Force may generate some excess 
space at home bases. However, the cost of the new facility and those made 
excess is far outweighed by the operating economics and increased readiness of 
the strategic force. 

The requirement for dock or hangar spaces at the home base was considerably 
reduced. The docks and hangar spaces existing at the home bases were not 
constructed specifically to support the home base maintenance concept, but were 
programed prior to even the establishment of satellite bases, as well as, prior to 
approval of the dispersed maintenance concept. The requirement for this facility 
at the dispersal base did not change and since sufficient docks were provided 
through previous construction programs, they are not involved in the fiscal year 
1960 military construction program request. 

The requirement for periodic maintenance space at the dispersal bases has 
been met by attaching shops to the docks at a nominal cost and this facility is, 
accordingly, not involved in the fiscal year 1960 military construction program. 
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In view of the foregoing, the only two facilities which required construction in 
the fiscal year 1960 military construction program to implement the maintenance 
dispersal concept are field maintenance shops and engine inspection and repair 
shops. 

Considering the improvement in operational capability, the reduced vulnerabil- 
ity, and the savings involved in nonproductive flying from the home base to the 
dispersal base for maintenance, the implementation of the maintenance dispersal 
concept is a necessity and far outweighs the value of the requested facilities and 
the shops which will be made excess at the home bases. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 
1. Hospital—300/500 beds 


“The committee has reserved judgment as to the need for these specific facilities 
and this action has been taken solely because of unrealistic cost estimates based 
upon inadequate plans and programs.” 


2. Shop, aircraft engine, inspection and repair (SAC)—Shop, aircraft maintenance 
field (additional) (SAC) 


“Funds in the amount of $5,922,000 were requested in support of SAC dis- 
persed maintenance facilities at various locations. The original concept for air- 
craft maintenance in support of the dispersal of SAC units involved the construc- 
tion of facilities at certain locations referred to as home bases. These bases 
would each support several SAC units at various locations. Facilities have been 
construeted in support of this concept. Now the Air Force desires to abandon 
this concept and permit the maintenance to be performed at each installation 
where SAC aircraft are located. The committee is not convinced of the economy 
of this change or that maximum use is being made of maintenance facilities 
already constructed in support of the SAC mission. Accordingly the funds 
requested have been deleted from the bill and the Department of Defense is 
expected to make a detailed review of this program.” 


Davis Montuan Arr Force Base, Ariz. 


Colonel Parxuiiu. The next item is page 70, Webb Air Force Base, 
Tex. The House committee denied five items. They are all required 
to support the Air Defense fighter interceptor mission programed 
for this base. 

The House denied this, sir, because it believed that a more detailed 
study should be made of the need for deployment of manned inter- 
ceptors in the Southwest. 

We would like to have these five items restored. The lack of ade- 
quate air defense in the Southwest area is of vital concern, and studies 
have indicated we are vulnerable to air attack from the south and 
southwest. 

We have Colonel Baldwin here. 

Senator Stennis. Pardon me just a moment. What about being 
vulnerable down on the Gulf of Mexico, specifically Louisiana and 


sennion, Alabama, that area. What about the vulnerability 
there? 
WEBB AIR FORCE BASE 


Senator Cuavez. Webb is down there between Biggs and Amarillo. 
We have Biggs and Walker and Cannon and Amarillo. Tell us of the 
need. Don’t tell us what the vulnerability is, because after all there 
are several bases around there. 


Senator Stennis. Do you have a graph, Colonel? You are 
Colonel Baldwin? 


Colonel Batpwin. Yes, sir. 
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Senator Stennis. All right, make your showing here. I think this 
is a very important subject, gentlemen, this proposition of air defense. 
You go into it as you see fit. 

Colonel Batpwin. In the planning of air defense we have felt all 
along—we planned this for years—that we are vulnerable in any 
direction, from the south, southwest, along the Gulf of Mexico as 
well as from the north. As the capabilities increase the tactics 
available to the enemy, of course, increase manifold. 

Therefore, we feel that we are vulnerable from any direction. 
Recently there has been some change in concept which indicates that 
perhaps we are not as subject to attack from the southern areas as 
we originally planned. 

Senator Stennis. I know you have a different situation over there 
in the Southwest from what you have in the immediate southern 
Mississippi Valley. I say that in jest. Go ahead with your 
explanation. 

Colonel Batpwin. The bases that we haye located have been lo- 
cated to give us what we feel is the best fighter coverage, the best 
protection, and we have several of course located in the Southwest. 

Senator Stennis. You are speaking now of Webb and what other? 


Davis-MonTHAN BasE 


Colonel Batpwin. Davis-Monthan. 

Senator Stennis. Where is that? 

Colonel Batpwin. That is at Tucson, Anz. We have also in that 
area a unit at Rosswell and Albuquerque. 

Senator Stennis. What page is Tucson on? Could you not con- 


sider that together? 

Colonel Parxatu. All right, sir; go ahead, Colonel. 

Colonel BaLpwin. We feel that Tucson 18 probably more critical 
than Webb since it is nearer to the industrial complexes on the west 
coast. 

It was located in that area to give us coverage, protection in par- 
ticularly the southern California area, so the Tucson installation we 
feel is very vital. 

Senator Stennis. What kind of weapons do you use there? What 
is their capability? 

Colonel Batpwin. We presently have an 86—L squadron there. 

It is one of the earlier series all-weather interceptors. It is being 
er out of the program as we improve the types of the aircraft. 

e will convert to a supersonic aircraft in the fourth quarter of 1960. 

Mr. Surir. Tucson is on page 839, sir. 

Senator Stennis. All right, go ahead and give us the information 
on the fighters. I am interested in that part of it. 

Colonel Batpwin. The fighter coverage from Tucson of course will 
depend on the tactics and the flight profiles that you fly. If you dash 
out or fly at a higher rate of speed, of course you shorten your range. 

The aircraft will be operating in the vicinity of 200 to 300 miles in 
radius, and the coverage from that particular area of course will be 
located or centered at Tucson. 

The aircraft are the all-weather interceptor type, and of course they 
carry the radar, radar fire control system, which is the key to the all- 
weather interceptor. It is a very complex highly engineered elec- 
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tronic piece of equipment, and being complex, it requires a high degree 
of maintenance, calibration to insure that it is accurate and operating 
properly. 


PARALLEL RUNWAY 


Senator Srennis. All right, and you are asking now for a parallel 
runway? 

Colonel Batpwin. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. That is on page 70. 

Colonel Parxuiity. That’s right. 

Mr. Gissens. Sir, that is only an extension to the runway that is 
there. 

Senator Stennis. It says an RW parallel. 

Mr. Grippens. Yes, sir, that is our nomenclature in the way it is 
shown here. 

It is-actually only a thousand-foot extension to an existing runway. 

Senator Stennis. What does it cost ordinarily to extend for a jet 
plane? What does it cost to extend a runway a thousand feet? A 
million dollars? That is what you have here. 

Mr. Grssens. A million dollars here. This is light duty pavement 
that will support the fighters that we have there. And if it were a 
heavier type pavement it would cost more due to your foundation 
work, for a bomber-type aircraft. 

Senator Stennis. I am not asking about this particularly, but for 
a bomber type, say B—52’s, what does it cost you on the average per 
thousand feet to extend a runway or build a runway? I have been 
thinking of a million dollars per thousand feet. 

General Minton. That’s about right. 

Senator Stennis. I beg your pardon? 

General Minton. A million dollars for a thousand feet is about 
correct. 

Senator Cuavez. It might be a very sound figure. You want a 
runway there and you estimate it to cost $1,100,000. How long is it 
going to be? 

Senator Stennis. You said a while ago a thousand feet. 


COST OF RUNWAY 


General Minton. Mr. Chairman, I would like to check on that and 
be certain to get it on the record. I don’t believe it is a thousand 
feet. I think it is more. 

I am certain it includes the overruns and perhaps it includes the 
barriers. A million dollars should pay for about a thousand feet of 
heavy duty runway, so I would like to check on that. 

Mr. Grssens. Sir, I can add a little bit more to that. The runway 
extension itself of a thousand feet we figure will cost somewhere above 
$100,000. Our big costs are our other items that enter into this, 
such as the connecting taxiway. We do have quite an extensive taxi- 
way construction here, which will cost about $440,000. 

Senator Stennis. What did you say now, in that, the one thousand 
foot runway in this particular case, what would that cost? 

Mr. Grssens. It would cost $116,000. 

Senator Stennis. Only $116,000? 

Mr. Gippens. That is correct, sir. 

Senator Cuavez. Why do you have $1,100,000 for runway parallel? 
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Mr. Gippens. We have several other items that go into the exten- 
sion of the runway, sir. 

Senator Cuavez. That is what you haven’t explained because the 
only thing you have here is runway. 

Mr. Grispens. That is correct, sir, and this is a very abbreviated 
description here. 

Senator Cuavez. Tell us about it. 
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DETAILS OF COST 


Mr. Grspens. In our previous testimony we went into this some- 
what in detail, and the taxiway that is required for the runway exten- 
sion will cost us $444,000. Our airfield lighting for the extension will 
cost us $113,000. The storm drainage is another requirement. Addi- 
tional excavations $169,000. The warmup pad that goes on the end 
of the extended runway is another $54,000 and so on down the line 
until we do reach the total, sir. The runway extension is the primary 
item that we are after. That would be the thing that we actually 
require. 

But the supporting elements that go to make this a completely 
usable facility account for the rest of the cost. 

Senator Cuavez. That is what is confusing here. I know you have 
to have lights, aprons and a lot of other things that go with the runway. 

The runway wouldn’t be any good without the other supporting 
elements. But you don’t explain that here, and if you leave it to the 
justification alone, you are simply going to build a runway and it is 
going to cost $1,100,000. 

Mr. Grssens. That’s right, sir. I might explain that. On these 
justifications here, we are attempting to indicate why we were reclaim- 
ing the item, rather than the initial justification which we anticipated 
had been covered. 


AVERAGE COST OF B-52 RUNWAYS 


Senator Stennis. All right, getting on down to the next item, but 
before that, General Minton, you said something about the average 
cost for runways for the B-52’s_ What is your rule of thumb on that 
now? 

General Minton. The runway itself. 

Senator Stennis. Yes. 

General Minton. For 10,000 feet a B-52 runway at the average 
Jocation will cost us about $8 million. In addition to that of course 
we have the taxiways leading up to it. We kave the ramps and so 
forth. But we will run roughly about $8 million for 10,000 feet. 

Senator Stennis. With the accouterments and the necessary sup- 
porting things on the ground there, taxiways and all, how do you 
figure that? Here you have got the average base for B-52’s. Does 
it cost a million dollars for a thousand feet? Is that about right, or 
does it cost more? 

General Minton. A little bit less than that. 

Senator Stennis. A little bit less? 

General Minton. I would say roughly $800,000 or let’s say $900,000 
per 1,000 feet for the average B-52 runway. 

In connection with this base here, if I may suggest it, Mr. Chairman, 
there is some classified information in regard to the range of the 
aircraft, the type of weapons. 
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Senator Stennis. Yes. I remember you said that yesterday. All 
right, we will take that up in the executive session. ake a note of 
that please. 

General Minton. Yes, sir, we will. 

Senator Stennis. Now on this shelter aircraft weapons, the other 
items, go into that, Colonel? 


AIRCRAFT CALIBRATION CENTER 


Colonel Parxuitu. Aircraft calibration shelter, that is required to 
calibrate the equipment on the aircraft, the gun sighting. 

Senator Stennis. Can’t you do that in the hangar or someplace 
else? I don’t know. I am asking you. 

Colonel Batpwin. No, sir. This is a very complex installation 
actually. It calibrates the fire control system which we call the radar. 

Senator Stennis. It is very delicate? 

Colonel Batpwin. The radar is very delicate and of course you have 
to calibrate it in an open area. What you are doing is checking the 
ranging capability of your radar, the accuracy. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 


SHop ARMAMENT AND ELECTRONICS 


Colonel Parknitt. Armament and electronics, Mr. Chairman. 
That is a maintenance shop for the armament and electronics equip- 
ment on the aircraft. 

Senator Stennis. Don’t you have one there now? 

Mr. GrpBens. No, we have none there now. 

Senator Stennis. All right, give us something on each of these 
items. 

Roap ConstTRUCTION 


Mr. Gispens. This is $180,000 for the construction of roads on the 
base, sir. It will provide 4,600 feet of new road and will widen 5,800 
feet of the existing perimeter road to give access to the new ADC 
alert area. The ADC alert area is around on the far side of the 
runway, and this road is required for adequate transportation back 
and forth to this area. 

Senator Stennis. Is that for the men that take part in the alert? 

Mr. Gissens. That’s right. It is for the normal communications 
that is required between the main base itself with supplies of all types, 
fuel, and so on. 

Senator Cuavez. What type of road do you make? It is flat 
country. It is not heavy construction, not costly construction. 

Mr. Grissens. No, sir, I wouldn’t say it was too costly. This would 
be a 22-foot-wide road so that there can be two-way traffic. 

Senator Cuavez. What do you do, grade it and drain it and then 
blacktop it? 

Mr. Gipsens. Surface it, that’s right, yes. 

Senator Cuavez. You don’t put heavy construction in. 

Mr. Gispens. Not more than normal highway I would say. There 
will be heavy traffic on it. 

General Minton. I believe this is what we call a 10,000 pound wheel 
loading, which is the least blacktop road. 
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LAND ACQUISITION 


Mr. Gippens. The next item, the land, fee purchase, is for approx- 
imately 120 acres of land near the southwest corner of the base, and 
approximately 88 acres will be used for the extension of the new 
runway and 32 acres on the other runway that we have there for 
additional clearance. 

Senator Stennis. All right, that land then is connected with the 
runway. 

Mr. Gispens. That is connected with the runway extension, sir. 

Senator Stennis. You mentioned this classified item. You want 
to have the rest of this in executive session. 

General Minton. I believe you should, Mr. Chairman. We can 
give you a more complete explanation of it. 

Senator Cuavez. You haven’t finished with the Tucson, Ariz., base. 
You only ask for a small amount there and I know it is a very ex- 
pensive and a very fine base. 

Senator Stennis. All right, cover Tucson now. 

Senator Cuavez. Tell us about that. 


Weapons CALIBRATION, Davis-MONTHAN 


Colonel ParkuiLy. Page 89, we have 2 items, Davis-Monthan. 
They are both in support of this fighter interceptor mission. First 
is a shelter, aircraft weapons calibration. 

Senator Cuavez. That is in your justification the same as it-was in 
Webb. You have some expensive instruments. 

Colonel Parxuiuu. That’s right, exactly the same. 

Senator Cuavez. And you want to take care of it. 

Colonel ParxuiLu. Yes. 

Senator Cuavez. Isn’t that the idea? 

Colonel Parkui.Lu. That is the idea. 

Senator CxHavez. All right, what about the shop armaments 
and electronics? 

Colonel Parxaity. That is required for the maintenance of the 
armament and electronics equipment on the aircraft. 

Senator Cuavez. Can you tell us generally more or less how 
much has that installation cost up to now? It is a big installation 
and it is a good installation. 

Colonel Parxutit. At Davis-Monthan 


ASSETS AT DAVIS MONTHAN 


Mr. Grssens. We had assets listed as of June 30, 1958, of about $41 
million there. 

Senator Stennis. This is one of the SAC bases. 

Mr. Grispens. Yes. 

Senator Stennis. Part of the dispersal program—or was it there 
already before you had dispersal? 

General Minton. It was there already. 

Senator Srennis. Let the record show how many planes you 
service there if that is not classified. 

Mr. GiBBens. No, sir, I don’t believe it is classified. We have two 
medium bomber wings there. 

Senator Stennis. That is enough. That tells the story, sir. 
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Mr. Grpsens. And a fighter interceptor squadron. 

Senator Cuavez. They have got so many instances where they not 
only take care of their own aircraft but there will be probably hundreds 
that go by and pick up the fuel at that particular base. I know they 
do at other bases. 

General Minton. Plus the fact we combine two commands. This 
is a good example of that. We have a fighter squadron there and 
two SAC bomber wings there, actually three organizations. 

One of them is ADC and the other two are SAC. 

Senator Cuavez. All right, thank you, Senator. 

Senator Stennis. Gentlemen, I don’t want to rush you now. 
Plenty of time will be allowed but let’s keep moving on this. 

(The justifications follow:) 


AIR TRAINING COMMAND 


Wess Arr Force Bass, TEx. 


Line item Budget House action | Restoration 
request requested 


1. Runway parallel $1, 100,000 | —$1, 100,000 | +$1, 100,000 
2. Shelter, aircraft weapons calibration ‘4, —74, +74, 000 


3. Shop armaments and electronics —324, 000 
4. Road —180, 000 
—34, 000 


—1, 712, 000 +1, 712, 000 


REASON FOR RESTORATION 


The. lack of adequate air defense in the southwest area is of vital concern and 
studies have indicated we are vulnerable to air attack from the south or south- 
west. 

Due to urgency of situation F-86L aircraft were deployed to southwest. The 
desire is to equip with high-performance aircraft (F-106) as early as practicable. 

Headquarters Norad, ADC, and air staff evaluation of threat on southwest 
flank confirm an outstanding requirement for air defense identification and destruc- 
tion capability in this area as soon as possible. 

We must effect contiguous defensive weapon coverage of entire United States 
as a single target area. Soviets have capability to end run the west coast radars 
and penetrate southwest and south central areas. 

This deployment becomes more critical in view of the absence of BOMARC in 
this area. 

HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


“In keeping with the announced policy of the committee relating to air defense 


facilities in the Southwestern United States, the committee has denied the request 
of $1,712,000 at Webb Air Force Base, Tex.”’ 


Davis Montuan Arr Force Bass, Ariz. 


Line item Budget House action | Restoration 
request requested 


1. Shelter, aircraft weapon calibration $60, 000 —$60, 000 +$60, 000 
2. Shop, armament and electronic 309, 000 —309, 000 +309, 000 


369, 000 ‘—369, 000 +369, 000 
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REASON FOR RESTORATION 


The lack of adequate air defense in the southwest area is of vital concern, 
and studies have indicated we are vulnerable to air attack from the south or 
southwest. 

Due to urgency of situation F—86L aircraft were deployed to southwest. The 
desire is to que with high performance aircraft (F-106) as early as practicable. 

JCS and Norad evaluation of threat on the southwest flank confirm an out- 
standing requirement for air defense identification and destruction capability in 
this area as soon as possible. 

We must effect contiguous defensive weapon coverage of the entire United 
States as a single target area. A potential enemy would have the capability to 
end run the west coast radars and pentrate the southwest and south central areas. 

This deployment becomes more critical in view of the absence of BOMARC in 
this area. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 
“At Davis Monthan, the committee has eliminated the $369,000 for an arma- 
ment and electronic shop and an aircraft calibration facility. Although located 
at a SAC base these facilities are in support of the air defense mission and have 


been eliminated as have other facilities of this nature in the southwestern portion 
of the United States.” 


Gunter Arr Force Bass, ALA. 


Colonel Parxum. Gunter Air Force, Base Ala., three items, head- 
uarters wing, dormitory airmen, and dining hall. The House denied 
these, because it believes the consolidation of the School of Aviation 
Medicine at a single location would obviate the need for these items. 
I would like to point out that the wing headquarters item is for 
the SAGE administrative functions. 


Fort McCueuuan, Ata. 


Senator Stennis. Congressman Roberts, come right around. What 
item are you interested in? 

Mr. Roserts. I am interested in the Fort McClellan Hospital, sir. 

Senator Stennis. We are glad to have you here, and if you are 
ready, we can take you right now. We have been into this hospital 
matter considerably and have heard some very fine proof here with 
reference to the general situation as well as the specific hospital. 

You proceed now. Just let us get the page number where we can 
glance at the item as we have it reflected in our book here. 

What page is it, sir? Oh, yes, thisis Army. The Air Force is here 
now. We will get the papers. You go ahead with your presentation. 


STATEMENT OF HON. KENNETH A. ROBERTS, U.S. REPRESENTA- 
TIVE FROM ALABAMA 


Hospitat at Fort McCietuan 


Mr. Roserts. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
I am sorry I had to be before the Rules Committee of the House 
this morning on another bill. 
Senator Stennis. We are glad to have you here any time you can 
come. 
LOCATION OF HOSPITAL 


Mr. Roserts. This hospital is located at Fort McClellan and will 
replace a temporary facility. It serves a military population in the 
neighborhood of 6,000. 
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It is also the installation for various satellite groups such as the 
retirees, the dependents of oversea personnel in Alabama, Mississippi, 
and a It serves the Alabama Military District. It is now the 
home of the Chemical Corps Training Command, the Women’s Aux- 
iliary Corps, and the 3046th AUS. It also serves as a summer training 
location for the famous Dixie Division, the Alabama and Mississippi 
Guardsmen. This facility was authorized last year and funds appro- 
priated for its construction. 

Then when it got around to the funding stage, there was a difference 
of opinion with the Bureau and the Army as to the type of design. 
Originally we started out asking for 125 hospital beds on a 250-bed 
chassis. They wanted to change the design to a 125 central type or 
block structure. 

The present installation was built shortly before the beginning of the 
war, I believe, in 1941. It is of temporary construction housed in 21 
different buildings. The doors are so narrow you can’t even get a 
bed out of a hospital room. It is nothing in the world but a tinderbox. 

You can’t police it. You can’t heat it in the wintertime. You 
can’t cool it off in the summertime. The man-hours that are wasted 
in taking a patient from one section to the other, unless he is ambula- 
tory, would probably be astronomical. 


MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR COSTS 


We do know that from the figures furnished by the budget that the 
annual maintenance and repair cost alone is over $200,000 a year at 
the present time. 

In the House bill that was sent up, $3,300,000 in funds had been 
requested. We have reason to believe that under a study of the plans 
that are now underway, we can still pare this down 10 to 15 percent. 

This hospital, Mr. Chairman, and members of this committee, is 
badly needed. I can’t see much economy in saying that we are going 
to continue to lay out over $200,000 a year for maintenance and repair, 
then - up with something that is not adequate to service the per- 
sonnel. 

I believe in economy. I am perfectly willing to cut where we can. 
But I don’t think we ought to cut at the expense of medical services to 
our people in the armed services; to their dependents; to these people 
who are retired, and to the many families who are dependent on this 
installation for service. 

I was very much distressed, and I tried to make my feelings known, 
the other day when this bill was before the House. 


DELETION BY HOUSE 


As early as April of this year I continued to check on how we were 
progressing with the plans for this hospital. I was assured that the 
plans were proceeding according to schedule, and that a contract 
would be let shortly. It came with a great deal of surprise and dis- 
appointment to me when this hospital was taken out in the House. 

I think that it is unfair. I have no great number of service people at 
this installation. They come from all over the United States. We 
have some foreign people who come there and train. But I do believe 
that it is an uneconomic proposition. I think it is actually dangerous 
to put these people in this type of construction. 

42550—59—— 56 
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I don’t think they can be adequately cared for, and I hope that the 
Senate, in its wisdom, may see fit to restore this installation in the 
Senate bill. 

I will close now, Mr. Chairman, and I certainly am deeply grateful 
to you and to the members of this committee for giving me this op- 
portunity, and I will be glad to answer any questions, if I can. 

Senator Stennis. Congressman, you have made a very fine state- 
ment, sir. Among other points you said that you thought that perhaps 
this end could be met by a reduction of 10 to 15 percent in this total 
cost. I am sure that you made that statement advisedly, and after 
looking into this thoroughly that is your judgment about it. 

Mr. Rosperts. Yes, sir. I have talked with the Army Engineers 
and the people who are drawing the plans, and I believe I can say 
that the cost can be cut perhaps 10 to 15 percent by going to this new 
type of construction. 

NEW TYPE CONSTRUCTION 


Senator Stennis. Is that new type of construction the abandon- 
ment of the idea of say having a 125-bed hospital on a 200-bed chassis 
as they call it? 

Mr. Roserts. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Are you familiar with that point? Iam sure you 
are. 

Mr. Roserts. I am. 

Senator Stennis. Is that where the saving is going to come in? 

Mr. Roserts. I think it will come in that feature of the plan. I 

have talked with the Army. 
} Senator Stennis. We have been told on those, Congressman, that 
where they have the plans already made and the planning done at some 
cost, that they propose to continue on that chassis idea, but otherwise 
they have discontinued it. So if this is a project that has already 
had these plans made and worked up to that extent, at the cost of 
maybe $200,000 or more, they may be expecting to follow that pattern 
then on this one. I wish you would look into that please. 

Mr. Roserts. I will be delighted to, sir. 


POSSIBLE REDUCTION 


Senator Stennis. Communicate with us about it. Right on the 
nose now, does this subject, this suggested possible reduction apply 
to this chassis idea or does it apply in addition to the chassis change? 

Mr. Roserts. No, sir. 

It is my understanding it would apply to the central or block-type 
structure and a chassis change to a straight 125-bed facility. 

I, for one, have to be guided by what they tell me. 

Senator Stennis. Of course, I know. 

Mr. Roserts. I am told by my assistant here that, even on the 
chassis basis the Army believes they can still cut 10 to 15 percent, 
even if they stick to that type design. 

Senator Stennis. Even though you reduce this amount, because of 
the chassis difference, you can still reduce it further, is that correct? 

Mr. Roserts. That is my understanding. 

Senator Stennis. We are concerned about this entire hospital prob- 
lem, and we are certainly going to give it the utmost consideration from 
all viewpoints. 
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Senator Cuavez. You have made a fine statement about the hos- 
pital. Do we have a budget request for this item? 

Mr. Roperts. Yes, sir. 

Senator CHavez. Notwithstanding that, the House turned it down. 

Mr. Roserts. Yes, sir. 

Senator Cuavez. Has the committee any evidence from the mili- 
tary! 

ARMY TESTIMONY ON MAINTENANCE 


Mr. Roperts. Senator, would you let me answer that? In the 
hearings the Army—and I still can’t understand this—testified that 
the maintenance cost for the last 2 years had been only $70,000, and 
the evidence is clear and undisputed that the maintenance and repair 
costs are over $200,000. 

They jumped in 1957 from $130,000 to over $254,000 in 1958. The 
reason for that discrepancy between the 130 and the over $200,000 
figure was that a lot of the maintenance was deferred until the next 
year. But the highest costs have been $254,000 I believe, and, I 
believe 1 year in the last 2 or 3 years, it has been as high as $230,000. 

Senator Stennis. We had this up over in the authorization com- 
mittee last year and the year before I believe it was. And I remember 
the proof about this great number of buildings and we put it in the 
bill. You say that money was appropriated last year for this? 


AUTHORIZING LEGISLATION 


Mr. Roserts. The money was appropriated and the bill was 
passed and signed by the President and I was told that we were going 
to have a new hospital, and I was told right along up until April of 
this year that that was going to be the situation. 

Senator Stennis. What became of the money? 

Mr. Roserts. I suppose when the fiscal year ended and no contract 
had been let, that the funds reverted to the Treasury. 

Senator Stennis. No, I don’t think so. I really don’t think it 
happens that way. General, you shook your head on that. 

General Minton. It would have to be a 3-year authorization. It 
would run out on June 30 if it had been authorized for 3 years. 

Senator Stennis. Unless your authorization ran out, why the money 
wouldn’t run out. 

Mr. Surir. You are correct, sir, but the usual procedure is to get 
reclearance of all items there that were not going to be funded in the 
prior year. 

Mr. Roserts. Whatever it takes to get the money, that is what I 
want to happen. 

Senator STENNIS. We want to eliminate the confusion, and I want 
you to communicate with the Army now about this $200,000. There 
is a lot of difference between that figure as you say, Congressman. 

Mr. Roserts. I just don’t want to be crucified on bad information 
if I can help it. 

Senator Stennis. Senator Saltonstall, this is Congressman Roberts 
of Alabama. Do you have any questions? 

(Discussion off the record.) 

_ Senator Stennis. Thank you very much, Congressman, for com- 
ing in. 

(The information referred to follows:) 
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Services anp Costs, McCLetuan HospitTau 
Calendar year 1958 


Professional services performed: 
Immunizations 
Laboratory procedures 
Mental hygiene clinic 
New cases 
Outpatient visits 
Pharmacy prescriptions 
Physical examinations 
Physical therapy treatments 
Surgical service: 
Anesthetics administered 
Major operations 
Minor operations 
Deliveries 


5 
142, 970 


Operating cost (less military pay) ($11,700 paid to civilian medical con- 
sultants) 


Maintenance of hospital plant: 


Fiscal year 1958. $254, 219 
Fiscal year 1959 $230, 301 


Gunter Arr Force Bass, Ata. 


Colonel Parxuitt. Mr. Chairman, we were on page 72, Gunter 
Air Force Base, Ala. The House denied three items, headquarters 
building, dormitory and dining hall. The reason for the denial was 
that they felt the consolidation of the School of Aviation Medicine 
at a single location would obviate the requirement. 

Senator Stennis. Now what is your answer to that point? 


HEADQUARTERS BUILDING 


Colonel Parxuity. Our answer is this, sir. The headquarters 
building is required for the SAGE direction center, which has just 
been completed there. Now we do have a medical training activity 
at Gunter, but it is a medical technician training activity. We see 
no connection between that and a School of Aviation Medicine, which 
is basically a research activity. 

Senator Cuavez. Have you a School of Aviation Medicine? 

Colonel Parxutt. Yes, sir. 

Senator Cuavez. At Brooks. Isn’t that it? 

Colonel Parxnruu. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. You say this headquarters wing goes with 
SAGE? 

Colonel Parxuity. That’s right, sir. We have just completed the 
construction of the SAGE direction center. There are no other 
existing administrative facilities that can be used for this. 

Senator Stennis. The dormitories and the dining hall, what group 
does that support? 

Colonel Parxuity. The dormitory will support the SAGE and the 


medical technician training program which we intend to keep at 
Gunter. 
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Senator Stennis. You are not going to train your medical tech- 
nicians at all out at Brooks? 

Colonel Parxuitt. No, sir. Our plan is to continue training them 
at Gunter. 

Senator Stennis. How long have you been training them here? 

Colonel Parxuttu. I would like to ask Colonel Carmichael to talk 
to this point. 

Colonel Carmrcuart. I would have to supply the exact date, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Senator Stennis. Well, approximately. 


MEDICAL TRAINING PROGRAM AT GUNTER 


Colonel Carmicnart. About 1950, right along in there we started 
our medical technical training program at Gunter. One thing I 
might speak to that might be adding a little confusion. 

They carry the same title, the School of Aviation Medicine Gunter 
Branch. The title may be confusing the issue. 

A medical technician and training program is included at Gunter 
Air Force Base whereas at Brooks we train the flight surgeons. We 
do train the officer flight surgeons and we have transferred the flight 
nurse training program to Brooks and then the research. 

But to distinguish between two, they are both part of the school of 
Aviation Medicine, but the Gunter Branch trains the medical tech- 
nicians and will remain at Gunter. 


Senator Stennis. Why do you keep these medical technicians at 
Gunter? 


Colonel CarmicHarL. Well, to speak in general terms, sir, we have 
the facilities there to carry on the training program of the technicians, 
which we do not have facilities at Brooks to do it. 


RELATION TO SCHOOL AT BROOKS 


Senator Stennis. Well, there is an affinity though between these 
technicians and your school at Brooks is there not? It is the same 
subject matter even though it is at a different level. 

lonel CarmicHaEL. To a very slight degree, sir, because the 
technician and training is so different from the flight surgeon training 
that we do not need the clinical backup and the research backup 
to train the technicians that we do need for our flight surgeons. 

Senator Stennis. Who makes the decision as to where these men 
will train? 

Colonel CarmicHagEL. That decision was made back in 1950, sir, 
to locate our medical technician training at Gunter. I stand to be 
corrected on the 1950 date. 

Senator Stennis. I mean here is what we could be confronted with. 
After we build these dormitories there you can change your surgeon 
general, I believe you call him, and he thinks maybe they ought to be 
trained at Brooks and we would have to build some more dormitories 
over there. That may sound absurd, but we have things worse than 
that happen to us. 
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PRELIMINARY PLANS FOR SCHOOL AT BROOKS 


Colonel CarmicHaEL. I can speak to that, sir, in that we are now, 
of course, very definitely involved in the preliminary plans for the 
addition at the School of Aviation Medicine at Brooks. The techni- 
cian training is not in any way included and it is to remain at Gunter. 
There was a study conducted last summer about the future of the 
location of the medical training program, and it was decided very 
definitely that it would remain at Gunter. 

Senator Stennis. Give us a letter from your Surgeon General say- 
ing for the foreseeable future what his plans are for this very point. 

Colonel CarmicHak.. All right. 

Medical technician training will remain at Gunter Air Force Base for the 
foreseeable future. There are no plans for consolidating this training with that 
conducted by the School of Aviation Medicine at Brooks Air Force Baan Tex., 
since such consolidation is not necessary. The training conducted at Gunter 
Air Force Base does not require thé close.association with the research ficilities 
at the School of Aviation Medicine as does the training of physicians in the spe- 
cialty of aviation medicine. 

In June 1958, a study on the feasibility of relocating the Gunter Air Force Base 
training facilities at one of several bases with existing facilities was accomplished. 
The findings of this exhaustive study clearly indicated that it would be more 
feasible and economical to retain the function at Gunter Air Force Base. 


O. K. Nrsss, 
Major General, USAF (MC), Surgeon General. 
Senator Stennis. Anything else? 
Colonel Parxutit. No, sir. 
The dining hall is related to the airmen dormitory requirements. 
Senator Stennis. I understood that. 


(The justification follows:) 


AIR UNIVERSITY COMMAND 


GunTeR Arr Force Bass, Ana. 


Budget House action | Restoration 
requested 


1. Headquarters wing é 
2. Dormitory airmen 
3. Dining hall airmen 416, 000 —416, 000 


—1, 825, 000 +1, 825, 000 


REASON FOR RESTORATION 


1. Item No. 1.—Headquarters wing 


This facility is required to house SAGE administration functions of the Mont> 
gomery air defense sector. The SAGE Direction Center operation building has 
just recently been completed at a cost of $5 million at Gunter Air Force Base. 
All existing administrative space at this base is utilized in support of other ac- 
tivities. The Air Force has no plans or funds to relocate any activities currently 
assigned to Gunter Air Force Base. The activities at Gunter is also for medical 
technician training as opposed to the research activities at the School of Aviation 
Medicine. There is no basis for the consolidation of unlike functions. 


2. Item No. 2—Dormitory airmen 


The requirement at Gunter Air Force Base is for 2,334 spaces. There are avail- 
able 400 adequate spaces. Eight hundred and forty-two inadequate spaces are 
being utilized in old temporary wood-frame buildings. The 600 dormitory spaces 
in this request will materially reduce our deficiency for airmen dormitories in 
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support of the SAGE and medical technician programs. The Air Force does not 
envision relocation of these missions from Gunter Air Force Base. 


3. Item No. 3—Dining hall airmen 

The dining hall is programed in support of the new dormitories and to sub- 
stantially satisfy a deficiency of 1,334 in dining capacity. The existing dining 
hall is completely inadequate to accommodate the assigned airmen. No change 
in mission presently programed for Gunter Air Force Base is planned 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


“The committee has denied the request of $1,825,000 for facilities at the Air 
University at Gunter AFB, Ala. The consolidation of the School of Aviation 
Medicine at a single location as mentioned elsewhere previously in this report, 
would obviate the need for the wing headquarters, dormitory, and dining hall 
facilities requested at this location.”’ 


AnprREws Air KorcrE Bass, Mp. 


Golonel ParkuiLL. Page 74, Andrews’Air Force. Base; Md. The 
House committee reduced our requested $21 million by $4,040,000. 
They stated: 


The committee does not feel that a thorough study has been made of the require- 
ment for all these facilities at this location. 


HOUSE REDUCTION 


They made a straight cut. They did not identify this cut with 
the line items that we request. We request restoration of the 
$3,020,000 and we feel that the cost items that were provided were 
based on engineering studies and in consonance with costs of similar 
construction. 

Senator Stennis. Colonel, let me ask you a question right here. 
We are fairly familiar with this. It has already been mentioned. 
This‘reduction the House made here, you might say that it is certainly 
not a large reduction. 


QUESTION OF ABSORBING CUT 


Can’t you absorb that and put this also, this Andrews part in opera- 
tion there without this additional $3 million? Have you considered 
trying to do it? 

Colonel Epmonps. I don’t feel that we can, sir. As you know, we 
screen these estimates down to what we feel is the bare minimum 
based on the best estimate available by the architect engineer and 
checked by the Corps of Engineers, and when we come into this 
committee with estimates, they are the best that we can determine 
as to the actual requirement. I don’t see how we can absorb that 
— of a cut (20 percent) and still build the total number of items 

ere. 

Senator Stennis. Colonel, you see what the House says. 

Colonel Epmonps. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Have you gone back and taken another look at 
this, at Andrews, since these figures were presented to you by the 
a Have you tried to see what you could do about absorbing 
this? 

REEVALUATION OF ESTIMATES 


Colonel EpmMonps. We have not asked them for a reevaluation of 
all of their estimates; no, sir. 
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We have not had sufficient time to do that yet, sir. We can ask 
the Chief’s Office to give us a reevaluation. 

Senator Stennis. It seems to me that you ought to have a rule of 
thumb that you could apply yourself. You come up here to testify 
about these matters and you are always well prepared as far as the 
ground you have covered is concerned, and I believe you could make 
some estimates on this. 

Colonel Epmonps. I don’t believe we should apply an across-the- 
board rule of thumb against a thing of this sort where we had exact 
detailed cost estimates prepared on it. 

Senator Stennis. But you are facing a different situation now. 
You are staring at this cut. 

Colonel Epmonps. Yes, sir. 


EFFECT OF HOUSE CUT 


Senator Stennis. Let me ask you this question. Will this reduc- 
tion prevent you from abandoning Bolling on schedule, as now 
scheduled? 

General Minton. As I said yesterday, the plan for Andrews is to 
put 526 aircraft there, 381 of ours, and 145 of the Navy’s. ~~ 

The majority of this item here of $21 million is for a ramp to park 
those aircraft on, over $5 million. 

The big items, the other big item is hangars. I think there are 
three hangars. Now, whether we can maintain those aircraft and 
park those aircraft in those areas with a little cutback, I will be 
perfectly frank with you, I am not quite certain as to that. 

I think I would be willing to try, and if we find out that we can’t 
do it between now and next year, to come back to this committee 
and the various committees and point out to you that we have really 
tried it and could not do it. 

Senator Stennis. That is an encouraging answer. That is all right. 

Senator Cuavez. You might also suggest to the engineer not to be 
too liberal with this. 

Senator Stennis. I don’t want to slow down abandoning these 
bases down here. 

General Minton. We will not do that. 


NEED FOR REMOVAL OF AIRFIELDS 


Senator Stennis. I was on the subcommittee that considered the 
location of the new National Airport when Burke was the site, and 
five of us were on it and the vote came and it was two for Burke 
and two against. 

I didn’t think Burke was a good selection but I withheld my vote 
because I thought if I voted against it that would kill it for a year, 
and I had been tremendously impressed with the hazard of this 
present National Airport and it ought to be cleared out, and I am 
in favor of Bolling and Anacostia moving on out, General, and I 
don’t want to delay it. 

But if you could absorb some of this cost here, it would be a very 
timely thing to do. 

General Minton. Let us, Mr. Chairman, if you will, make a real 
quick look-see at this particular problem. 
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Senator Stennis. I wish you would, and get us something back in 
writing, @ memo on that. 

General Minton. We will, sir. 

(The justification follows: ) 


HEADQUARTERS COMMAND 


AnpreEews Arr Force Bass, Mp. 


Budget House action | Restoration 
request requested 


1, Base total $21, 000, 000 | —$4, 040,000 | +-$3, 020, 000 


REASON FOR RESTORATION 


The Air Force request restoration of $3,020,000 for Andrews Air Force Base 
which is in consonance with the current authorization. The construction pro- 
gram proposed at Andrews AFB was by specific line item in the quantities which 
were determined to be those required for the increased activities at the base. 
Cost estimates were provided based on engineering studies and in consonance with 
costs of similar construction. The reductions by the House action were not 
specific and cannot be related to the requirement for any complete project listed 
in the program. Therefore the Air Force can request reinstatement only on the 
fact that the total amount required is based on engineering cost estimates to con- 
struct the items listed in the program. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


“The budget estimate for the headquarters command was $21,020,000 to pro- 
vide facilities at Andrews Air Force Base, primarily to allow the movement of 
flying activities from the Bolling-Anacostia complex to this location. The com- 
mittee does not feel that a thorough study has been made of the requirement for 
all of these facilities at this location, particularly with reference to additional 
hangar and apron requirements and accordingly has approved $16,980,000 for this 
program, a reduction of $4,040,000 in the budget estimates.” 


Dover Arr Force Bass, DEL. 


Colonel Parkuitit. Dover Air Force Base, Del., one item was 
denied, shop ground powered equipment. We have already covered 
this. 

Senator Stennis. That is the item that was covered here yesterday 
afternoon, Senator Saltonstall, in a very fine graphic illustration. 

(The justification follows :) 


Dover Arr Force Base 


Quantity 

existing Appropriation request 
or under juantity 

construc- eficient 


Quantity Cost 


Square feet | Square feet | Square feet | (In o- 
8a 
Shop, ground powered equipment 0 4, 300 4, 300 


Note.—Presently being accomplished in building 790, an MB4A nose dock that will be required for its 
designed purpose when presently programed C-133 aircraft are in operation. 
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MILITARY AIR TRANSPORT SERVICE 


Dover Arr Force Base, DEL. 


Line item Budget House action} Restoration 
request requested 


1. Shop, ground powered equipment $143, 000 —$143, 000 +$143, 000 


REASON FOR RESTORATION 


At one time powered ground equipment was processed in the automotive shops, 
At that time the equipment consisted of relatively simple mechanical processes 
which were actually comparable to the vehicular equipment. With the advent 
of the Century series fighters, higher performance bombers, and new cargo air- 
craft, the ground equipment increased in numbers, sizes, and complexity. As 
an example, the following table shows the types of powered ground equipment 
required for fighter interceptors and the increase in number of pieces for the 
newer aircraft. The increase of powered ground equipment for bombers and 
cargo aircraft is comparable. 


Number of units required per squadron 
Equipment 


Motor generators 

Engine generators 

Hydreulic test stand (gas) 
Hydraulic test stand (electric) 
Air conditioner (gas) 

Air conditioner (electric) - 

Air compressor (starting) 
Heaters (electric) 

Heaters (gas) 

Diesels (60, 100, 150 kilowatts) 
Power supply alert starting. 


Total equipment 


The new ground equipment includes nonautomotive features such as gas turbine 
engines and extremely high pressure hydraulic systems. Gas turbine engines are 
the same type engines as those used to power the aircraft and they require the 
same skills to maintainthem. The new ground equipment has become so complex 
that it is not compatible with the automotive system of maintenance. For ex- 
ample 1 fighter interceptor aircraft in use today has radio and electronic equip- 
ment comparable to 100 radios and 100 television sets. One electric motor 
driven generator must furnish the power for this interceptor during the time that 
maintenance is being accomplished. Automotive skills, tools and equipment are 
not adequate for ground equipment which has become as complex as the aircraft 
it serves. 

The new construction for powered ground equipment shops requested in the 
fiscal year 1960 military construction program has been thoroughly reviewed at 
each Air Force level from the base, where the project originated through the 
Office of the Secretary. These projects are not reviewed as a package for the 
whole Air Force. Even though they are repetitive items, they are reviewed in- 
dividually. This review considers the total base requirement for the end position 
mission and weighs this requirements against all of the existing base facilities. 

It is Air Force policy to use existing facilities to the maximum extent whenever 
possible. Often existing facilities cannot be converted to other uses because of the 
stringent requirements of the workload and unusable condition of the buildings. 
For example, old structures quite often do not have the floor loading capacity or 
door sizes to accomruodate this new heavy equipment. These same structures 
might not be capable of supporting overhead hoists and monorails necessary for 
maintenance on ground equipment. Maintenance of this equipment requires 
complete rewiring of existing structures to provide the required power. When 
the costs of these modifications are totalled for some existing structures they 
exceed the cost of new buildings. The important point is that when all these 
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modifications are completed the resultant facility is still barely adequate for 
wered ground equipment maintenance. 

The size of the powered ground equipment shops were based on the number and 
types of pieces programed to be assigned to the using organizations at the fiscal 
year 1963 time period. Each piece of ground equipment receives a daily inspec- 
tion to insure correct operating condition. This inspection is brief in comparison 
to the regular periodic inspections. Periodic inspections are performed on ach 
piece of equipment after a predetermined number of operating hours. 

A part of the powered ground equipment shop is used as a control and dispatch 
center for all the equipment. Most of the equipment is dispatched each day and 
some of the equipment is dispatched several times a day. 

This function is currently being performed in a nose dock which will later be 
required for aircraft maintenance. Approximately 150 pieces of ground powered 
equipment must be serviced in the requested 4,300-square-foot shop. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


“Funds were requested in the amount of $2,651,000 for the construction of 
shop facilities for ground powered equipment at various locations within the 
Air Force. Information developed by the committee cast serious doubt as to 
the validity of the requirements, particularly as regards the scope and size of the 
buildings and the maximum utilization of existing facilities. The committee has 
denied the request for funds and will expect the Department of Defense to make 
a thorough review of this entire program.” 


Beate Arr Force Bass, Catir. 


Colonel Parxuitu. Beale Air Force Base, Calif. The House 
deleted $15,000 and gave no reason. We are accepting this reduction. 
(The justification follows:) 


STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND 
Beate Arr Force Base, CaAtir. 


Line item Budget House action | Restoration 
request requested 


1. Base total $202, 000 —$15, 000 


REASON FOR NOT REQUESTING RESTORATION 


This reduction must be accepted since it is consistent with a reduction made in 
the authorization for the base. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


No reason stated, however the House action relates to a reduction made in the 
total authorization granted for the base in the fiscal year 1960 military con- 
struction authorization legislation. 


Bunker Hint Arr Force Bass, IND. 


Colonel Parkuiiyi. Bunker Hill Air Force Base, this is a repetitive 
type item, shop ground power equipment. 

Senator Stennis. Next item? 

(The justification follows:) 
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Bunker Hiuut Arr Force Base 


Appropriation request 
uantity 


Quantity Cost 


ne, 


Square feet | Square feet | Thousands 
5, 705 5, 


Shop, ground powered equipment. 705 $219 


Norte.—Presently using a part of building S-122, a 30,000-square foot building all of which is required for 
use as an aircraft engine inspection and repair shop. 


STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND 


Bunker Hiui Arr Force Bass, Inp. 


Line item Budget House action | Restoration 
request requested 


1. Shop, ground powered equipment. $219, 000 —$219, 000 +$219, 000 


REASON FOR RESTORATION 


At one time powered ground equipment was processed in the automotive shops, 
At that time the equipment consisted of relatively simple mechanical processes 
which were actually comparable to the vehicular equipment. With the advent 
of the Century series fighters, higher performance bombers, and new cargo air- 
craft, the ground equipment increased in numbers, sizes, and complexity. As an 
example, the following table shows the types of powered ground equipment re- 
quired for fighter interceptors and the increase in number of pieces for the newer 
aircraft. The increase of powered ground equipment for bombers and cargo 
aircraft is comparable. 


Number units required per squadron 


Equipment 


Motor generators 


Engine tors. 

Hydraulic test stand (gas) 
Hydraulic test stand (electric) 
Air conditioner ) 

Air conditioner (electric) -.. 
Air compressor (starting) __- 
Heaters (electric) 

Heaters (gas) 

Diesels 60-100-150 kilowatts. 
Power supply alert starting 


Total equipment 


— 


coonrroe 
Cores 


aod 
xwOn_;N OS 


wae 
mONNO 


3 


The new ground equipment includes nonautomotive features such as gas tur- 
bine and extremely high pressure hydraulic systems. Gas turbine engines are the 
same type engines as those used to power the aircraft and they require the same 
skills to maintain them. The new ground equipment has become so complex 
that it is not compatible with the automotive system of maintenance. For 
example 1 fighter interceptor aircraft in use today has radio and electronic equip- 
ment comparable to 100 radios and 100 television sets. One electric motor driven 
generator must furnish the power for this interceptor during the time that mainte- 
nance is being accomplished. Automotive skills, tools, and equipment are not 
adequate for ground equipment which has become as complex as the aircraft it 
serves. 

The new construction for powered ground equipment shops requested in the 
fiscal year 1960 MCP has been thoroughly reviewed at each Air Force level from 
the base; where the project originated through the Office of the Secretary. These 
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projects are not reviewed as a package for the whole Air Force. Even though 
they are repetitive items, they are reviewed individually. This review considers 
the total base requirement for the end position mission and weighs this require- 
ment against all of the existing base facilities. 

It is Air Force policy to use existing facilities to the maximum extent whenever 
possible. Often existing facilities cannot be converted to other uses because of 
the stringent requirements of the workload and unusable condition of the build- 
ings. For example, old structures quite often do not have the floor loading capac- 
ity or door sizes to accommodate this new heavy equipment. These same struc- 
tures might not be capable of supporting overhead hoists and monorails necessary 
for maintenance on ground equipment. Maintenance of this equipment requires 
complete rewiring of existing structures to provide the required power. When 
the costs of these modifications are totaled for some existing structures they 
exceed the cost of new buildings. The important point is that when all these 
modifications are completed the resultant facility is still barely adequate for 
powered ground equipment maintenance. 

The size of the powered ground equipment shops were based on the number 
and types of pieces programed to be assigned to the using organizations at the 
fiscal year 1963 time period. Each piece of ground equipment receives a daily 
inspection to insure correct operating condition. This inspection is brief in 
comparison to the regular periodic inspections. Periodic inspections are per- 
formed on each piece of equipment after a predetermined number of operating 
hours. 

A part of the powered ground equipment shop is used as a control and dispatch 
center for all the equipment. Most of the equipment is dispatched each day and 
some of the equipment is dispatched several times a day. 

This base is currently being constructed and no prior facilities have been pro- 
gramed for this use. The programed mission is expected to require use of 
approximately 350 units of power ground equipment. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


“Funds were requested in the amount of $2,651,000 for the construction of shop 
facilities for ground powered equipment at various locations within the Air Force. 
Information developed by the committee cast serious doubt as to the validity of 
the requirements, particularly as regards the scope and size of the buildings and 
the maximum utilization of existing facilities. The committee has denied the 
request for funds and will expect the Department of Defense to make a thorough 
review of this entire program.” 


Curnton County Arr Force Basz, Onto 


Colonel ParKHILL. Page 84, Clinton County. We have two items 
the House denied, a hospital and a dormitory. I think we have 
covered the hospital situation. 

Senator Stennis. What about the dormitory? 

Colonel Parxuitt. The House denied the dormitories with the 
statement that existing facilities and those programed in prior years 
appear to be sufficient. 

Senator Stennis. What is your answer? 


REQUIRED DORMITORY SPACE 


Mr. Gippens. Our answer on that, sir, is that we have a require- 
ment for about 1,492 dormitory spaces. We have under construction 
800 spaces that will be good assets. 

The only existing spaces in addition to the 800 under construction 
are 176 that are in real bad shape. So we need the 600 we have here 
to go with the 800 under construction. 

Senator Stennis. This is a SAC base. 

Mr. Gippens. Yes. 

Senator Stennis. All right, if there are no other questions move to 
the next item. 
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(The justification follows: ) 


STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND 


Cuinton County Arr Force Basr, Ouro 


' 
Line item Budget House action | Restoration 
request requested 





1. Hospital, 30 to 50 beds with 6 rental operating rooms $1, 600, 000 | —$1, 600,000 | +$1, 440, 000 
2. Dormitory airmen, 660 men 1, 280, 000 —1, 280, 000 +1, 280, 000 





2,880,000 | —2,880,000 | +2, 720,000 


REASON FOR RESTORATION REQUEST 


1. Hospital, 30 to 50 beds with 6 dental operating rooms 


Restoration in the amount of $1,440,000 is requested to match the authoriza- 
tion granted in the current military authorization bill recently approved by the 
Congress. The existing dispensary without beds is'totally inadequate to provide 
medical support to the military community. The nearby civilian community 
medical facilities at Wilmington, Ohio, are barely sufficient to accommodate the 
local population. The deficiency in medical facilities at this base necessitates 
treatment of personnel at Wright-Patterson Air Force Base 40 miles distant. 

Equipment and criteria.—Plans and specifications for Air Force medical facilities 
are based on approval functional plans. For example, there is a plan for each of 
the following sizes: 50-bed, 75-bed, 100-bed, 150-bed, and 200-bed. These ap- 
proved functional plans are used by the civilian architect-engineer firms in design- 
ing a specific facility. In each case, the specific design is reviewed by the Air 
Force, Office of the Secretary of Defense, and the Bureau of the Budget three 
times before finally approved for construction. The functional plans are based 
on workload experience data. The size of each function is then determined, but, 
in no case, can the total scope exceed the Office of Secretary of Defense authorized 
size. Therefore, the plans are compressed to stay within the authorized-scope. 

The Air Force medical facility includes many functions normally not present 
in civilian hospitals, i.e., medical clinics, doctors’ offices, public health activities, 
flight surgeons’ clinics, and a larger administrative and joint use item. By the 
latter we refer to X-ray, laboratory, pharmacy, and supply area. An analysis of 
our plans reveals that the Air Force is required to allot 40 percent of the medical 
facility scope to these activities, which in civilian life are provided outside of the 
hospital or there is no civilian counterpart. To cite examples, the laboratory 
workload is 25 percent for inpatients and 75 percent in support of the community 
outpatient function. Similarly, X-ray is 15 percent inpatient, 85 percent out- 
patient and aviation medicine. Pharmacy is 5 percent inpatient and 95 percent 
outpatient. 

Notwithstanding, the following actions have been taken, subsequent to the 
start of the congressional hearings on this military construction program. 

(a) A detail review with the Air Force of stalled: medical and dental equip- 
ment; to effect a reduction in costs, a standard of minimum quantities and quali- 
ties is being applied. 

(b) A postoccupancy inspection of recently constructed medical facilities is 
being accomplished. 

(c) A civilian architect-engineering firm, Sherlock, Smith & Adams, has been 
employed to review all Air Force medical criteria and functional plans. To date, 
they have reviewed the plans for the 50-, 75-, 100-, and 200-bed facilities. Ata 
recent conference, they stated that the criteria applied to Air Force facilities, 
including equipment, is of comparable quality and quantity to civilian design. 

In fact, they pointed out that the criteria applied to many materials incorporated 
in Air Force design does not take advantage of long-term savings in maintenance 
and operating costs, which are inherent in many new but slightly higher initial 
cost products. 

Size and scope.—Size and scope of each medical facility is based on the best 
available programed strength for 5 years in the future. This results in reductions 
of command requested sizes, even though current strength is in excess of pro- 
gramed strengths. In addition, the capability of other Government medical 
facilities in the area are investigated prior to the Air Force requesting a new 
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facility. For example, at Olmsted Air Force Base, a dispensary was requested 
rather than a hospital since the U.S. Army at Carlisle Barracks, Pa., is considered 
adequate to provide bed patient care. Existing medical facilities are used to the 
maximum. Replacements are requested only when the existing facility is con- 
sidered unsafe for medical care and the costs of rehabilitation and maintenance 
are excessive. The Air Force is currently operating many medical facilities 
which are considered marginal regarding patient safety. It has been determined 
that certain medical care procedures will have to be eliminated, in the future, at 
some of these facilities, due to the deplorable condition of the buildings. 

Mobilization.—The Air Force does not construct permanent medical facilities 
incorporating a mobilization requirement. Prior to 1957, medical facilities were 
programed with an expended chassis to accommodate future strength increase at 
a specific base. This was considered the most economical procedure, since the 
chassis is by far the most expensive part of the facility and could be constructed 
initially at a lower cost than subsequent addition. In 1957 the Air Force revised 
this procedure and directed future medical facilities be designed against current 
or programed strengths. Exceptions were made for those facilities under design 
at the time where the costs of redesign would offset any savings. Although cur- 
rent Air Force policy is not to build expanded chassis, a 50-bed chassis is the 
smallest for which we have a standard design. In the case of smaller hospitals, 
as at this location, it is not possible to reduce the scope of the chassis without 
complete redesign. The anticipated savings in construction from the reduction 
in scope of the chassis would not be significant in light of the added cost for 
design. 

Change orders.—Change orders are a continuing problem. There are, in essence, 
two types of change orders. Those involving design deficiencies and those involv- 
ing functional changes. Design deficiencies can be greatly reduced through im- 
proved architect-engineer services and design supervision, which is a responsibility 
of the Corps of Engineers. Functional changes are being reduced through con- 
tinuous review and improvement of criteria and research to incorporate advanced 
design concepts in each current project. For example, we again cite the research 
and design contract with the architectural-engineering firm of Sherlock, Smith & 
Adams, whose activities are aimed at this specific problem. 

Estimated costs.—Based on the missions of a base medical facility, referenced 
above; the cost of these facilities is not excessive. In fact, the cost per square 
foot and the cost per bed compare favorably with those constructed under the 
Hill-Burton Act. Since 40 percent of the total scope and cost of an Air Force 
medical facility is chargeable to missions not normally found in Hill-Burton hos- 
pitals, such percentage must be deducted from the Air Force medical facility price, 
if any cost comparison is to be pertinent. 

Using the requested amount of $1,440,000 for the Clinton County Air Force 
Base medical facility of 30 to 50 beds with 6 dental operating rooms and 47,300 
square feet. This 40 percent represents a reduction of $576,000 in overall costs. 
The price of the hospital portion of the Clinton County Air Force Base medical 
facility is, therefore, $864,000 ($1,440,000—$576,000) and this represents a cost 
per bed of $28,800 and a cost per square foot of $30.44. This per-bed cost is 
comparable to the average per-bed cost of Hill-Burton Act hospitals of $19,000. 
There are many variables which also should be considered in cost comparisons. 
These include: 

(a) Cost of inspection. 

(b) Cost of utilities outside the 5-foot line. 

(c) Cost of movable or group II and III equipment. 

(d) Construction cost index for the area in which the medical facility is 
located. 

For example, the Corps of Engineers inspection costs for the Clinton County 
Air Force Base medical facility is $113,080. At a similar Hill-Burton hospital of 
54 beds at Gallatin, Tenn., this inspection cost amounted to $54,428. It averages 
approximately $999 per bed for Hill-Burton hospitals. 

At Clinton County Air Force Base, the cost of utilities outside the 5-foot line 
: $85,000, while there are not exterior utility costs reflected in Hill-Burton 

ospitals. 

The costs of group II and III equipment are not included in the cost of the Clinton 
County Air Force Base medical facility, but are included in the cost of Hill- 
Burton hospitals. The average per bed cost of this movable equipment for Hill- 
Burton hospitals is approximately $1.936. 

The construction cost index of the area in which the Clinton County Air Force 
Base Hospital is located is 1.10. The average for the Hill-Burton hospitals 
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listed in the January 1959 issue of U.S. Department of Public Health Service 
hospital and medical facilities survey and construction program is 1.03. 

ere these variables considered in the cost of the hospital and appropriate 
adjustments made, the resulting cost per bed would be $24,737 and the cost per 
square foot $26.14. Both costs will then compare favorably with the average 

ill-Burton a cost of $19,000 per bed and $31.06 per square foot (U.S, 
Department of Public Health Service hospital and medical facilities survey and 
construction program, dated January 1959). Attached is detailed listing of the 
cost computation. 

The per bed cost of $14.53, which is included in the $31.06 average is a mis- 
leading example. This cost is for a 14-bed hospital constructed in Idaho of 
masonry exterior and wood-frame interior and roof structure. No sprinkler 
system is provided and the minimum of air conditioning. Such construction is 
not representative of either U.S. Department of Public Health Service, Air Force, 
or civilian standards for permanent construction. 

Method of computing Clinton County Air Force Base Hospital costs of $14,737 
per bed and $26.14 per square foot: 


Requested amount $1, 440, 000.00 
Less utilities beyond the 5-foot line 85, 000.00 
Less Corps of Engineers inspection 113, 080.00 
Plus group-II and III equipment, $1,936 per bed times 50 beds -- 58, 080.00 
Plus fiill-Burton inspection costs, $999 per bed times 50 beds - _- 29, 970.00 
Less difference in area index costs and Hill-Burton average 93, 097 .00 
Adjusted cost of Clinton County Air Foree Base Hospital 1, 236, 873.00 
Cost per square foot: $1,236,873, 47,300 square feet 26.14 
Cost per bed—$1,236,873 times 60 percent (area chargeable to the 

hospital portion of this medical facility) 30 24, 737.00 


$1,936 per bed cost of group II and III ouiipeent and $999 per bed cost of 
Hill-Burton inspection are the averages for 10 Hill-Burton hospitals. 


2. Dormitory airmen, 600 men 

Computation of dormitory requirements at Clinton County Air Force Base 
indicate the need for 692 dormitory spaces in addition to those provided in prior 
years programs. This is a former World War II base which has been assigned 
to the Strategic Air Command for use by tanker aircraft. The only original con- 
struction remaining for dormitory use are five 32-man capacity, theater of opera- 
tions type structures and one building of 16-man capacity which is now classed 
as unusable and must be disposed of immediately. These are considered unusable 
for permanent occupancy. Presently they are utilized on occasion by the Reserve 
training unit, a tenant organization on this base, for weekend training exercises. 
Deletion of this project from the fiscal year 1960 program will result in a serious 
deficiency in requifed dormitory space. If they are not provided, it will be nec- 
essary to utilize the previously authorized dormitories at 50 percent over their 
designed capacity resulting in very unsatisfactory overcrowded living conditions. 
It is reiterated that this project request is based upon a clear deficiency and, 
therefore, it is requested that 600 dormitory spaces be reinstated in this program. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


1. Hospital, 30 to 50 beds with 6 dental operating rooms 

‘‘The committee has reserved judgment as to the need for these specific facilities 
and this action has been taken solely because of unrealistic cost estimates based 
on inadequate plans and programs.” 


2. Dormitory airmen, 600 men 
‘At Clinton County Air Force Base, Ohio, the committee has deleted the re- 
quest of $1,280,000 for barracks. Existing facilities and those programed for 
construction in prior year programs appear to be sufficient to meet the needs at 
this installation.” 
Dow Arr Force Bassz, Mains 


Colonel Parxuitit. Dow Air Force Base, Maine. Here we have 
three items, the shops. The first two are shops that we have already 
covered, and the third is for the Air Defense Command. It is a shop 
armament and electronic. 
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Senator StENNIs. You do not ask for restoration. 
Colonel Parkuiuu. No, sir; we are not asking for that. 


Senator Stennis. You have covered your two items by your 
former presentation. 


(The justification follows:) 


FiscaL YEAR 1960 Mitirary Construction Program, Dow Arr Force BaszE 


Quantity 
existing Appropriation request 
Quantity | or under Quantity 
required | construc- | deficient 
Quantity 


Square feet | Square feet | Square feet | Square feet | (In thou- 


sands) 
Shop, aircraft maintenance field 48, 000 58, 289 21, 498 21, 498 $427 


Shop, aircraft engine inspection and repair - 25, 780 9, 912 15, 868 15, 868 332 


Both of the above facilities are required to support the squadron of 15 B—52’s 
scheduled for this base during May 1960. 

The work required in connection with the K—97’s presently at this base is being 
accomplished in the above existing buildings. Building No. 246 of 22,679 square 
feet, which is declared unusable and is scheduled for destruction is a part of this 
existing quantity. When the B—52 aircraft arrive, for which these facilities are 
required, existing facilities and those under construction will not be adequate 
to support the total base mission. 


STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND 


Dow Arr Force Bask, MAINE 


Line item Budget House action | Restoration 
requested 


1, Shop, aircraft maintenance field (DF RP) —$427, 000 +$427, 000 
2. Shop, aircraft engine inspection and repair —332, 000 +332, 000 
8. Shop, arm and electronic —189, 000 


—948, 000 +759, 000 


REASON FOR RESTORATION 
1. Shop, aircraft maintenance, field 


2. Shop, aircraft engine inspection and repair 


The decision to convert the strategic force from the home base maintenance 
concept of operation to the maintenance dispersal concept was based on the 
factors described below. 

The home base maintenance concept provided only minimum maintenance 
facilities at the satellite bases. It was planned that the aircraft would be moved 
to the home base for all heavy maintenance. Subsequently it was determined 
that maintenance of aircraft at their assigned station would provide increased 
operational capability and substantial savings in procurement of aircraft engines 
and in annual operating costs including fuel, oil, temporary duty travel, and 
transportation. 

In summary the home base maintenance concept costs $12.5 million more 
annually for operating expenses plus $8.8 million as a one time cost for pipeline 
engines. Maintenance facilities are available at the home bases. It is true that 
by going to the dispersal maintenance concept and by building the additional 
facilities requested at the satellite bases the Air Force may generate some excess 
space at home bases. However, the cost of the new facility and those made 
excess is far outweighed by the operating economies and increased readiness of 
the strategic force. 


42550—_59——-5T7 
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The requirement for dock or hangar spaces at the home base was considerably 
reduced. The docks and hangar spaces existing at the home bases were not 
constructed specifically to support the home base maintenance concept, but were 
programed prior to even the establishment of satellite bases, as well as, prior to 
approval of the dispersed maintenance concept. The requirement for this 
facility at the dispersal base did not change and since sufficient docks were pro- 
vided through previous construction programs, they are not involved in the 
fiscal year 1960 military construction program request. 

The requirement for periodic maintenance space at the dispersal bases has 
been met by attaching shops to the docks at a nominal cost and this facility is, 
accordingly, not involved in the fiscal year 1960 military construction program, 

In view of the foregoing, the only two facilities which required construction 
in the fiscal year 1960 military construction program to implement the mainte- 
nance dispersal concept are field maintenance shops and engine inspection and 
repair shops. 

Considering the improvement in operational capability, the reduced vulnera- 
bility, and the savings involved in nonproductive flying from the home base to 
dispersal base for maintenance, the implementation of the maintenance dispersal 
concept is a necessity and far outweighs the value of the requested facilities and 
the shops which will be made excess at the home bases. 


38. Shop, arm and electronic 


Although a valid requirement exists for the shop, A. & E., the action of the 
House Appropriations Committee in denying the $189,000 must be accepted by 
the Air Force since authorization to construct this facility was denied. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 
1. Shop, aircraft maintenance field (DF RP) 


2. Shop, aircraft engine inspection and repair 


“Funds in the amount of $5,922,000 were requested in support of SAC dis- 
persed maintenance facilities at various locations. The original concept for air- 
craft maintenance in support of the dispersal of SAC units involved the con- 
struction of facilities at certain locations referred to as ‘home bases’. These bases 
would each support several SAC units at various locations. Facilities have 
been constructed in support of this concept. Now the Air Force desires to 
abandon this concept and permit the maintenance to be performed at each instal- 
lation where SAC aircraft are located. The committee is not convinced of the 
economy of this change or that maximum use is being made of maintenance 
facilities already constructed in support of the SAC mission. Accordingly the 
funds requested have beer deleted from the bill and the Department of Defense 
is expected to make a detailed review of this program.” 

3. Shop, arm and electronic 

No reason stated, however, reduction results from denial of authorization for 
this project. 

Guascow Arr Force Basg, Mont. 


Colonel ParkuiLu. Glasgow Air Force Base, Mont. The first three 
items here are shops, the ground powered equipment shop which we 
have already covered. The fourth item is an exchange cafe snack bar. 
That was denied. The committee failed to see the need for a cafeteria 
and snack bar in this request. 

However, I would like to point out, that Glasgow is a new base. 
No cafeteria had been provided. Other than during normal mess 
hours the airmen are unable to get a snack unless they can go to 
Glasgow which is 18 miles away. 

Senator Stennis. This third shop, is that covered by your other 
presentation too? 

Colonel ParKuHILL. Yes, the first two are the maintenance shop for 
SAC dispersed maintenance. 

Senator Stennis. I think you covered that. 

(The justification follows: ) 
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FiscaL YEAR Minitary ConstrucTIoN Proaram, Guascow AiR Force Base 


Quantity Appropriation request 
Quantit: existing Quantity 
require or under deficient 

construc- 


(In thou- 
Square feet | Square feet | Square feet | Square feet sands) 
Shop, ground powered equipment 0 5, 5, 000 217 


Shop, aircraft maintenance field 48, 796 32, 796 16, 000 16, 000 423 
Shop, aircraft engine inspection and repair. 26, 280 10, 900 15, 380 15, 380 290 


The mission requiring these facilities is not on base today. 

Currently, the aircraft requiring these support facilities have not yet arrived 
at this base. However, when the aircraft do arrive those facilities shown under 
the quantity existing column will not be adequate to support the total base 
mission. 

STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND 


Guiascow Arr Force Basz, Mont. 


Line item Budget House action | Restoration 
request requested 


. Shop, aircraft maintenance field (additional) $423, C00 $—423, 000 +-$423, 000 


. Shop, aircraft engine inspection and repair (additional) 290, C00 —290, 000 +290, 000 
. Shop, ground powered equipment 217, 000 —217, 000 +217, 000 
. Exchange cafe, snack bar 220, 000 —220, 000 


’ 


1, 150,000 | —1, 150, 000 +1, 150, 000 


REASON FOR RESTORATION 
1. Shop, aircraft maintenance field (additional) 


2. Shop, aircraft engine inspection and repair (additional) 


The decision to convert the strategic force from the home base maintenance 
concept of operation to the maintenance dispersal concept was based on the factors 
described below. 

The home base maintenance concept provided only minimum maintenance 
facilities at the satellite bases. It was planned that the aircraft would be moved 
to the home base for all heavy maintenance. Suksequently it was determined 
that maintenance of aircraft at their assigned station would provide increased 
operational capability and substantial savings in procurement of aircraft engines 
and in annual operating costs including fuel, oil, temporary duty travel, and 
transportation. 

In summary the home base maintenance concept costs $12.5 million more 
annually for operating expenses plus $8.8 million as a one time cost for pipeline 
engines. Maintenance facilities are available at the home bases. 1t is true that 
by going to the dispersed maintenance concept and by building the additional 
facilities requested at the satellite bases the Air Force may generate some excess 
space at home bases. However, the cost of the new facility and those made excess 
is far outweighed by the operating economies and increased readiness of the 
strategic force. 

The requirement for dock or hangar spaces at the home base was considerably 
reduced. The docks and hangar spaces existing at the home bases were not 
constructed specifically to support the home base maintenance concept, but were 
programed prior to even the establishment of satellite hases, as well as, prior to 
approval of the dispersed maintenance concept. The requirement for this facility 
at the disyersal base did not change and since sufficient docks were provided 
through previous construction programs, they are not involved in the fiscal year 
1960 military construction program request. 

The requirement for periodic maintenance space at the dispersal bases has been 
met by attaching shops to the docks at a nominal cost and this facility is, accord- 
ingly, not involved in the fiscal year 1960 military construction prcgram. 
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In view of the foregoing, the only two facilities which required construction in 
the fiscal year 1960 military construction program to implement the maintenance 
Seneeeel concept are field maintenance shops and engine inspection and repair 
shops. 

Considering the improvement in operational capability, the reduced vulner- 
ability, and the savings involved in nonproductive flying from the home base to 
the dispersal base for maintenance, the implementation of the maintenance dis- 
persal concept is a necessity and far outweighs the value of the requested facilities 
and the shops which will be made excess at the home bases. 


3. Shop, ground powered equipment 


At one time powered ground equipment was processed in the automotive shops. 
At that time the equipment consisted of relatively simple mechanical processes 
which were actually comparable to the vehicular equipment. With the advent 
of the Century series fighters, higher performance bombers, and new cargo 
aircraft, the ground equipment increased in numbers, sizes, and complexity, 
As an example, the following table shows the types of powered ground equipment 
required for fighter interceptors and the increase in number of pieces for the newer 
aircraft. The increase of powered ground equipment for bombers and cargo 
aircraft is comparable. 


Number units required per squadron 


Equipment | F-86 | F-89 F-101 F-102 F-106 


Motor generators 

Engine generators 

Hydraulic test stand (gas)---- 
Hydraulic test stand (electric 
Air conditioner (gas) 

Air conditioner (electric) 

Air compre: (starting) 
Heaters (electric) 

Heaters (gas) 

Diesels (60, 100, 150 kilowatts) 
Power supply alert starting 


_ 


RONNOOCSFKOoF 
_ 


RONNOOCOFKNS 


Total equipment 


The new ground equipment includes nonautomotive features such as gas 
turbine engines and extremely high pressure hydraulic systems. Gas turbine 
engines are the same type engines as those used to power the aircraft and they 
require the same skills to maintain them. The new ground equipment has become 
so complex that it is not compatible with the automotive system of maintenance. 
For example, 1 fighter interceptor aircraft in use today has radio and electronic 
equipment comparable to 100 radios and 100 television sets. One electric motor 
driven generator must furnish the power for this interceptor during the time that 
maintenance is being accomplished. Automotive skills, tools, and equipment are 
not adequate for ground equipment which has become as complex as the aircraft 
it serves. 

The new construction for powered ground equipment shops requested in the 
fiscal year 1960 military construction program has been thoroughly reviewed at 
each Air Force level from the base, where the project originated, through the 
Office of the Secretary. These projects are not reviewed as a package for the 
whole Air Force. Even though they are repetitive items, they are reviewed 
individually. This review considers the total base requirement for the end 
position mission and weighs this requirement against all of the existing base 
facilities. 

It is Air Force policy to use existing facilities to the maximum extent whenever 
possible. Often existing facilities cannot be converted to other uses because of 
the stringent requirements of the workload and unusable condition of the build- 
ings. For example, old structures quite often do not have the floor loading 
capacity or door sizes to accommodate this new heavy equipment. These same 
structures might not be capable of supporting overhead hoists and monorails 
necessary for maintenance on ground equipment. Maintenance of this equipment 
requires complete rewiring of existing structures to provide the required power. 
When the costs of these modifications are totaled for some existing structures 
they exceed the cost of new buildings. The important point is that when all these 
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modifications are completed the resultant facility is still barely adequate for 
powered ground equipment maintenance. 

The sizes of the powered ground equipment shops were based on the number 
and types of pieces programed to be assigned to the using organizations at the 
fiscal year 1963 time period. Each piece of ground equipment receives a daily 
inspection to insure correct operating condition. This inspection is brief in com- 
parison to the regular periodic inspections. Periodic inspections are performed on 
each piece of equipment after a predetermined number of operating hours. 

A part of the powered ground equipment shop is used as a control and dispatch 
center for all the equipment. Most of the equipment is dispatched each day and 
some of the equipment is dispatched several times a day. 

This is @ new base with no facilities for this purpose previously programed. 
Approximately 227 pieces of equipment must be maintained. 


4. Exchange cafe, snack bar 


Glasgow AFB is a new base and no cafeteria has been provided. Other than 
normal mess hall hours, airmen are unable to get even a snack unless it is possible 
to go to the city of Glasgow, which is 18 miles away. 

The community facilities at Glasgow AFB were originally constructed for a 
small fighter interceptor unit of ADC. Since that time SAC has placed a large 
mission on the base and all facilities are grossly inadequate. The assigned end 
position strength of this base at fiscal year April 1962 will be 3,834 plus 302 
civilians. The base now has 559 units of family housing with an additional 400 
units programed. 

The exchange cafe/snack bar is considered to be a valid requirement for the 
fiscal year 1960 MCP and it is requested that it be reinstated. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


1. Shop, aircraft maintenance field (addition) 
2. Shop, aircraft engine inspection and repair (addition) 

“Funds in the amount of $5,992,000 were requested in support of SAC dis- 
persed maintenance facilities at various locations. The original concept for air- 
craft maintenance in support of the dispersal of SAC units involved the con- 
struction of facilities at certain locations referred to as ‘home bases.’ These 
bases would each support several SAC units at various locations. Facilities have 
been constructed in support of this concept. Now the Air Force desires to 
abandon this concept and permit the maintenance to be performed at each installa- 
tion where SAC aircraft are located. The committee is not convinced of the 
economy of this change or that maximum use is being made of maintenance 
facilities already constructed in support of the SAC mission. Accordingly, the 
funds requested have been deleted from the bill and the Department of Defense 
is expected to make a detailed review of this program.” 


3. Shop, ground powered equipment 


“Funds were requested in the amount of $2,651,000 for the construction of shop 
facilities for ground powered equipment at various locations within the Air 
Force. Information developed by the committee casts serious doubt as to the 
validity of the requirements, particularly as regards the scope and size of the 
buildings and the maximum utilization of existing facilities. The committee has 
denied the request for funds and will expect the Department of Defense to make 
a thorough review of this entire program.” 


4. Exchange cafe, snack bar 


“The committee fails to see the need for a cafeteria and snack bar requested 
for Glasgow, AFB, Mont., in the amount of $220,000 and has deleted this item 
from the program.” 


MacDitt Ark Force BAsgE, FLA. 


Colonel Parkuiti. MacDill Air Force Base, Fla.; a warehouse. 
The House gave no reason for this denial. This item is required to 
provide warehouse space for the Strategic Air Command and Air 
Defense. Command missions. The need is magnified because of a 
large increased mission assigned to MacDill. 
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We request restoration of this item. 
Senator Cuavez. What kind of equipment? Is it valuable equip- 
ment ? 
GENERAL WAREHOUSE 


Colonel Parxutmu. This is to fulfill a general warehousing require- 
ment. 

Senator Srennis. What are you using now? What did you say 
about that ? 

Colonel Parkuttit. We have World War II constructed mobiliza- 
tion type that are deteriorated. 

Mr. Gippens. We have several of these old warehouses, sir, but we 
are using supply space in a hangar now that the new ADC mission 
going into MacDill should use for hangar maintenance. We would 
like to move these supplies out into the warehouse. 

Senator SauronstaLy. Have you got everything under cover down 
there now ? 

Mr. Grspens. I don’t know personally, Senator, whether we have 
everything under cover. 

I would say that if it is like most of the bases, that thereare a num- 
ber of supplies that can be stored and are stored in the open. On 
some of our bases we are deficient in warehouse space, yes, and some 
supplies have to be stored around wherever we possibly can. In this 
case we are using the hangar. 

Senator Sattonstatu. But you say the proposed facility wil not 
provide for all of the space required and you are going to still use a 
substandard building. My only thought in reading that was if you 
are going to build the facility shouldn’t you build it being big enough 
for all, for everything that you need for the time being or the fore- 
seeable future or leave the thing as it is, if everything is under cover 
that should be under cover ? 

It seems to me you are going to be going at this thing half-baked. 
Mr. Chairman, I don’t want to take too much time. 

Senator Stennis. That is all right. That is a very good comment. 

General Minton. That would certainly be more economical but we 
have the problem of fitting these into a budget here and something 
has to give. 

(The justification follows :) 


STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND 


MacDiizt Arr Force Bass, Fta. 


Line item Budget House action} Restoration 
request requested 


Warehouse, base $626, 000 —$626, 000 +$626, 000 


REASON FOR RESTORATION 


This item is required to provide minimum warehouse space needed to receive, 
store, and issue the spare parts, equipment, and supplies required in the daily 
support of the Strategic Air Command and Air Defense Command aircraft and 
weapons assigned this base. The need is magnified because of the large increased 
mission assigned to MacDill. This proposed facility will not provide for all 
of the space required; an existing substandard building constructed in 1941 





ration 
ested 


626, 000 


—— 
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will continue to be used to satisfy the remaining needs of 185,000 square feet. 
Without this facility the base supply operations will be jeopardized and capability 
degraded to an unacceptable degree. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


“The committee has also deleted the request of $626,000 for a warehouse 
at MacDill Air Force Base, Fla.” 


ADDITIONAL JUSTIFICATION—81,805 SQUARE FEET 


Because of the critical shortage of warehouse space at MacDill it has been 
necessary to use one of the aircraft hangars, comprising 55,000 square feet of 
space, to store equipment and supplies. This facility is seriously needed for 
maintenance of aircraft assinged the base. In addition, approximately 10,000 
square feet of outside space is currently used to store stocks that should be in 
eovered space. The construction of the 81,805 square feet warehouse in the fiscal 
year 1960 program plus 40,000 square feet of warehousing constructed with 
1955 funds, together with the substandard facilities that will be used, will permit 
the release of the aircraft hangar and placing all materials requiring covered 
space under cover including the increases in line items resulting from the change 
in base mission. 

Senator Stennis. All right, gentlemen, I believe that this is a good 
place to stop, unless you have something more on that item. 

Colonel Parxnityu. No, sir. 

Senator Stennis. You might give us a showing there on the Sena- 
tor’s question about how much you have out, not stored at all, if you 
wish, for the record. ; 

Will 2:30 suit the members of the committee all right? For us to 
come back at 2:30? Will that suit the Air Force all right? 

All right, gentlemen; thank you very much. 

We will take a recess now until 2 :30. 

(Whereupon, at 12:25 p.m., a recess was taken until 2:30 p.m. of 
the same day.) 


AFTERNOON SESSION (WEDNESDAY, AvuGuST 12, 1959) 


Senator Srennts. All right, gentlemen, resuming now where we left 
off, if you will proceed please. 


MatmMstrom Air Force Base, Mont. 


Colonel Parkuiti. Page 97, Malmstrom Air Force Base, Mont., 
se : ot ees : 
“Shop aircraft engine inspection and repair.” 


This item was not included in the authorization legislation so we 
do not wish to reclama. 


(The justification follows :) 


STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND 


Mautmstrom Arr Force Bass, Mont. 


Line item Budget House action | Restoration 
request requested 


1, Shop aircraft engine inspection and repair $354, 000 —$354, 000 
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REASON FOR NOT REQUESTING RESTORATION 


Although the requirement for this facility is valid, its deletion must be 
accepted since authorization for its construction was not included in the fiscal 
year 1960 military construction authorization bill. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


No reason stated ; however, the House action relates to deletion of the authori- 
zation for construction of the facility in the fiscal year 1960 military construc- 
tion authorization legislation. 


Marcu Arm Force Bask, CALIF. 


Colonel Parkum1. March Air Force Base, Calif., combat opera- 
tions center, $5,651,000. 

The House denied this for the following reason: This represents 
a so-called hardened command center for the 15th Air Force Head- 
quarters. The committee feels that this matter of hardened facili- 
ties for major commands of the military services is a problem which 
requires the detailed study and consideration of the Secretary of 
Defense. It should be based on a coordinated long-range plan in- 
stead of on a piecemeal approach as represented here. The funds 
requested therefore are denied. 


RESTORATION REQUESTED 


We request, Mr. Chairman, that this be restored. The hardened 
combat operations center requested is essential in order to generate 
effective control of the Strategic Air Command strike forces. 

The realization of this facility will advance the Air Force position 
toward its planned goal of assuring survival of the SAC strike force 
and efficient control. 

The facilities which permit this force through dispersal and alert 
to launch within 15 minutes are presently being realized. The re- 
liability of this concept is directly affected by the survivability of 
the control element. 

Hardening of this critical control center. 

Senator Stennis. May I ask how many increments there are to this 
construction ? 

General Minton. This will be the only one. 

That is for this facility, sir. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

Colonel Parkuty. The hardening of this critical control center 
has been determined to be the most feasible method of assuring effec- 
tive command control of the strike forces. 

The requirement for hardening other facilities is recognized. Un- 
fortunately, however, this is a costly process and the ultimate goal must 
be reached by increments. Since the SAC strike force is considered 
to be the Nation’s most effective deterrent, then it is natural that the 
essential elements of its control should be included :n the top priority 
for protective construction. 

Senator Srennis. What others will there be within the Air Force? 

General Minton. We have now the program I am sure you know 
of for the supercombat centers for the air defense. A certain num- 
ber of those will be hardened, probably six, maybe five of them. 

Senator Stennis. Iknow. I am not talking about those, sir. 
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COMMAND POSTS 


I am talking about your command posts. That is a command isn’t 
it? 

Colonel Parkuitn. Yes, sir. 

General Minton. That is correct. 

Senator Stennis. That is an old term. You call it something else? 

_General Minton. The NORAD Command which you know about, 
sir. 

Senator Stennis. Yes. 

General Minton. This is the 15th Air Force. 

Two other SAC Air Forces have indicated their requirement for 
hardened command posts. That has not yet been approved by the Air 
Force. 

Senator Stennis. This one is fora certain area. 

General Minton. Yes. 

Senator Stennis. That is the way I understood it. Now how many 
other area ones will you have in SAC, General ? 

General Minton. Probably two others. SAC Headquarters itself 
has indicated a requirement for a hardened facility so there may be 
three others. 

Senator Cuavez. You mean Offutt ? 

General Minton. Yes; they have one center as you probably know. 
It is rated at about 15 to 25 pounds per square inch protection, which 
is virtually no protection at all. 

Senator Stennis. And then Norad is another, is it ? 


INCREMENT FOR NORAD 


General Minton. Norad we have in this program this year, the first 
increment for $10 million. That is for Norad. 

Senator Stennis. $10 million ? 

General Minton. Yes; a total of 28 when it is complete, sir. 

Senator Stennis. All right; make your full proof. 

Colonel Parkuity. The next item, sir? 

Senator Stennis. Are you through with this one? 

Colonel Parkutiy. Yes. 


WORK PROPOSED UNDER REQUESTED FUNDS 


Senator Cuavez. I’m sorry I was a little late. Tell us a little more 
about the request for the restoration. What will this $5,651,000 that 
you want restored do? 

Colonel Parkuiti. What will it do, sir? 

Senator Cuavez. Yes. 

Colonel Parkuiiy. It will provide for the control center for the 
15th Air Force. 


HEADQUARTERS BUILDING 


Mr. Giepens. This will provide a hardened headquarters building 
for the control of SAC forces in this area. It will be hardened and will 
have all of the necessary heating and ventilation necessary to a hard- 
ened structure so that it can be buttoned up for periods of time. 

Senator Stennis. Is this an underground proposition ? 
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Mr. Grssens. Yes, sir. 
Senator Stennis. I see. : 
General Minton. It will, incidentally, provide facilities only for 


the combat operations personnel, not for the administrators and so 
forth. 


Senator Stennis. Not for the administrators ? 

General Minton. That is correct. 

Baa tie Stennis. Only for the combat and your communications 
center ¢ 

General Minton. That is correct; just for those facilities necessary 
to continue the combat. 
ENGINEERS’ ESTIMATE 


Senator Cuavez. What about your estimates here? 
How did you get those figures—$5,651,000? 
Colonel Epmonps. Mr. Chairman, the estimate was prepared by the 
architect-engineer; in this case it was Donald R. Warren, of Los 
Angeles. 
enator Cuavez. Is he an Army engineer? 

Colonel Epmonns. No, sir. It is a private architect-engineering 
firm, and the estimate was substantiated by the district engineer in 
that case. 

Senator Cuavez. How do you make those contracts? Do you ne- 
gotiate them ? 

Colonel EpmMonps. You mean the architect-engineer contract ? 
Senator Cuavez. That’s right. 
Colonel Epmonps. All architect-engineer contracts are negotiated. 


Senator Cuavez. What participation is taken by the Army Engi- 
neers for the construction agency ? 





ADVERTISED BIDS 


Colonel Epmonps. The construction agency in this case would be 
the Corps of Engineers, and they would advertise this on a competi- 
tive lump-sum bid contract for the construction. 

Senator Cuavez. For the construction ? 

Colonel Epmonps. Yes. 

Senator Cuavez. Do they have anything to do with the preparation 
of plans and the designing ? 

Colonel Epmonps. Yes, sir, this architect-engineering contract was 
awarded by the district engineer. 

Senator Cuavez. I see. 

Colonel Epmonps. To prepare these plans. : ¢ 

Senator Cuavez. Do you generally do that, negotiate with engi- 
neers? How many do you select to negotiate with, or do you just 
pick up your own choice? ; 

Colonel Epmonps. Our procedures require that we investigate a 
number of architect-engineer firms to determine those which are quali- 
fied to do a particular type of job. , 

Then we arrange those in a priority, and we negotiate with the 
one on the top of the priority list. If we can’t reach a satisfactory 
agreement with that firm, then we go to the next firm, and so on. 
Now that is habitual practice throughout. 
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Senator Cuavez. Who determines who is qualified and who is not, 
the Air Force or the Army Engineers ? 

Colonel Epmonps. In this case the Army Engineers would deter- 
mine that. We do havea voice in their selection. 

General Minton. Almost without exception. 

Senator Cuavez. You give them the prescription and they fill it. 

Colonel Epmonps. Yes, sir. 

General Minton. Without exception they do all of the negotiation, 
establish the criteria for the architect-engineer and so forth. 

The only exceptions generally are those facilities like a technical 
facility for the Air Force which has never been built before, such as 
some of these research facilities which we discussed this morning, 
very few. 

Senator Cuavez. Did you notice what the House had to say about 
this? What do you have to say on that ? 


OVERALL PLAN FOR FACILITIES 


General Minton. Senator, I believe that we have an overall plan 
for hardened facilities consistent with the funds that we can devote 
to this particular type of construction. The first priority, of course, 
is given to Norad as an air defense system and we have in that pro- 
gram. Some of the Air Force supercombat centers we have in the 
program. This just follows along in the priority and facilities that 
we think we can put in the budget in competition with other con- 
struction items. 

Senator Cuavez. Have you any information that you can submit 
to the committee expressing the opinion of the Defense Department 
ee Evidently it approved it because they are requesting it in the 
budget. 

But have you anything in writing that can be put in the record to 
justify this ? 

General Minton. I would put it this way: We have and are work- 
ing closely with the Defense Department. OSD monitors these plans 
and specifications, monitors the authorization for them and so forth. 
For instance, once again in the case of Norad headquarters, they 
actually get into with us to be certain that our plans and specifications 
are adequate and not too costly and so forth. 

The overall plan we present to them for the supercombat centers 
for Norad headquarters and this facility and they have approved them. 

(The justification follows :) 


STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND 
Marcu Air Force Bass, CaAtir. 


Line item Budget House action | Restoration 
request requested 


1, Combat operations center ; $5, 651,000 | —$5,651,000 | +$5, 651, 000 
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REASON FOR RESTORATION 


The hardened combat operations center requested is essential in’ order to gen- 
erate effective control of Strategic Air Command strike forces. The realization 
of this facility will advance the Air Force position toward its planned goal of 
assuring survival of the SAC strike force and efficient control. The facilities 
which permit this force, through dispersal and alert, to launch within 15 minutes 
are presently being realized. The reliability of this concept is directly effected 
by the survivability of the control element. Hardening of this critical control 
center has been determined to be the most feasible method of assuring effective 
command control of strike forces. The requirement for hardening other facilities 
is recognized. Unfortunately, however, this is a costly process and the ultimate 
goal must be reached by increments. Since the SAC strike force is considered 
the nation’s most effective deterrent, it is natural that the essential elements of 
its control should be included in top priority for protective construction. 


HOUSE COMMITTEE REPORT 


“Funds in the amount of $5,651,000 were requested for a combat operations 
center at March Air Force Base, Calif. This represents a so-called hardened 
command center for the 15th Air Force Headquarters. The committee feels that 
this matter of hardened facilities for major commands of the military service is a 
problem which requires the detailed study and consideration of the Secretary of 
Defense. It should be based on a coordinated long-range plan instead of on a 
piecemeal approach as represented here. The funds requested, therefore, are 
denied and any future requests for facilities of this type should be based on such an 
overall plan.” 

Orrutt Arr Force BASE, NEBR. 


Senator Cuavez. The next is Offutt, page 99. 

Colonel Parkuim. Yes, sir. The House again denied this item 
because of the high cost of the construction. 

The items are an extension of the main runway, a taxiway access, 
and an apron operational. They are all required, too, for the KC-135 


tanker unit at Offutt. In a nutshell, sir, this item is required because 
at present the KC-135’s are not able to operate with their maximum 
load in order to refuel the bombers. 

We need this extension to obtain the maximum performance from 
the tankers and we need the apron to provide for the 15-minute alert 
capability. 


RUNWAY EXTENSION 


Senator Cuavez. It is divided into three sections. The first is a 
runway, or the extension of a runway. 

Mr. Giepens. Yes, sir. 

Senator Cuavez. To meet the needs of modern aircraft ? 

Mr. Grepens. Yes; this extends the runway from 10,000 to 11,000 
feet. At present we have a KC-135 tanker squadron stationed there. 
By extending this by a thousand feet, we will be able to increase the 
load with which they can take off. 

Senator Cuavez. This morning you were telling us about an ex- 
tension costing a million dollars and now here you are requesting 
$3,300,000. 

Mr. Gresens. Yes, sir. 

Senator Cuavez. Why the difference ? 

Mr. Gissens. There are two primary differences here, sir. 

The one we talked about this morning was a light-duty runway 
for fighter interceptor aircraft, and this one is the heavy-duty runway. 

It is 300 feet wide and will be extended a thousand feet. Also, this 
takes considerable fill. 


RaQmnnwo: 
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Senator Cuavez. It is not like Webb. It is not flat country. 

Mr. Gruspens. No, sir; it is not a flat country. It takes consider- 
able fill, and then there is some extensive drainage work that we have 
to do by the fill cutting off some streams. 

Senator Cuavez. Can you give us an estimate or a breakdown of 

our earthwork, the fill that you have to do, and so forth? You don’t 
wee to do it now, but put it in the record, sir. 

Mr. Gipsens. Yes, sir. 

Senator Cuavez. The yardage and everything. 

Mr. Gresens. Yes, sir. 

Senator Cuavez. I think it would help us, because we have to justify 
it in conference if we give it back to you, and we would like to get 
all of the information. 

Mr. Gipzens. This is the information we want to give you, 


Cost or Runway Project 


The estimated cost of $3,300,000 for the runway extension project at Offutt 
Air Force Base is broken down as follows: 


Item Scope Cost 


Thousands 

33,333 square yards. -- 
25,334 square yards. __- 426 
17, 219 square yards_-_- 346 
-| 16,555 square yards---- 122 
.| Lump sum 990 
228 
198 


Site preparation 
Lighting 


Senator Cuavez. All right. Now that access road is to get from 
your fuel supplies to the runways ? 

Colonel Parkuity. That is the taxiway access. 

Mr. Gissens. Sir, that is a taxiway at the opposite end of the run- 
way from the extension we are putting on, and it ties to the apron 
and is called a taxiway access from the apron to the end of the 
runway. 

Senator Cuavez. Therefore you have to have the apron, do you? 

Mr. Giepens. The additional apron is for the aircraft, sir. 

(The justification follows :) 


STRATEGIC ATR COMMAND 


OrrutTr Arr Force Base, NEprR. 








Line item Budget House action | Restoration 
request requested 





1. Runway primary extension $3, 300,000 | —$3, 300,000 | +$3, 300, 000 
2. Taxiway runway access 861,000 |  —861,000 +861, 000 
3. Apron operational 464, 000 —464, 000 +464, 000 





4, 625, 000 —4, 625, 000 | +4, 625, 000 
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REASON FOR RESTORATION 


These pavement items are required to permit maximum effectiveness of the 
KC-135 Squadron assigned to this base. he runway items are necessary if the 
fuel off-load capability of the tanker aircraft is to be exploited. Under present 
circumstances, KC-—135 aircraft operate at reduced loads which are translated into 
a 380 NM range reduction for B—47 aircraft and a 300 NM range reduction for 
B-52 aircraft. The operational apron is essential if this tanker squadron is to 
have a 15-minute alert capability which has been determined to be an absolute 
requirement if the force is to survive. When faced with the high cost of construc- 
tion of these items, the Air Force investigated the feasibility of relocating this 
tanker squadron. Studies, however, revealed that such action would necessitate 
the expenditure of between $20 and $30 million for essential facilities. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


‘In the military construction program for fiscal year 1959 the committee 
eliminated funds for a runway extension and related items at Offutt Air Force Base, 
Nebr. It was pointed out that the extension here was among the most costly 
ever proposed by the Air Force and that existing military installations should be 
used to meet the’needs of the new mission proposed for this installation. Funds 
were again requested for this extension and related items in the fiscal year 1960 
program at a cost of $4,625,000, an increase of $1,069,000 in the estimates sub- 
mitted last year. The committee has again denied the request.” 


Senator Cuavez. One hundred. 
R. I. Bone Arr Force BASE, WIs. 


Colonel Parxuityi. Richard I. Bong Air Force Base, Wis. 

The House Committee cut the budget request by $4,838,000. It gave 
no reason for this reduction and it did not relate the reduction to spe- 
cific line items. We are requesting reinstatement of the $4,838,000. 
Our cost estimates were based on a Corps of Engineer estimate. 

Senator Cuavez. I think we were discussing and talking about 
Andrews this morning with reference to a matter of this nature. 

They had $21 million and cut you by $4 million and you wanted 
it restored, and Senator Stennis asked you to look into it to see whether 
you could live with it. Will you do the same thing on this? 

Senator Srennis. Thank you, Senator. You had covered Offutt, 
too. You covered that yesterday in the Secretary’s statement I know. 

We want to be familiar with these when they go to conference. 
Senator Chavez had asked you about this. We asked you this morn- 
ing on a similar sized budget request here and a similar sized reduction 
if you gentlemen couldn’t save that money and live under it, and so 
forth. Senator Chavez has raised that point here. Develop that idea 
if you will, gentlemen ? 

Colonel Parkumu. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Is it your answer that it was a similar situation’ 


LARGE ITEMS AT ANDREWS FIELD 


General Minton. We have a slightly different situation here, Mr. 
Chairman. This morning at Andrews we had a few very large items, 
as you may recall. 

Senator Stennis. Yes. We had. 

General Minton. We had a ramp at about $5 million and 3 or 4 
hangars of $2 or $3 million apiece. 

ere we have quite a number of small items. To cut each one of 
them a little bit in cost is going to be a little bit more difficult. 
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Senator Stennis. Your statement here doesn’t show the number of 
items for that nor what they are. Could we have a more complete 
statement ? 

General Minton. Yes, sir, we can give them to you rapidly if 
you like or give you typical items. 





REQUESTED RESTORATION OF LINE ITEMS 


Mr. Gispens. Sir, we have 3 pages of line items here and they start 
out with truck fill stand, communications, communications transmitter, 
direction finder, GCA, ILS facility, Rapcon center, some more Navaids 
of that type, a fire station, a base operations building, a readiness crew 
building, a photo lab, an operations squadron, an operations mission 
training building, target intelligence training building, aircraft main- 
tenance shops, aircraft engine inspection and repair shops, mainte- 
nance docks, automotive maintenance facilities, ground powered 
equipment shops, parachute and dinghy shop, and—— 

Senator Stennis. This isa new installation, isn’t it? 

Mr. Grppens. Yes. 

General Minton. This isa new installation. 

Senator SatronstaLy. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question there? 

Senator Stennis. Certainly. 

Senator SatronstaLL. When you say that you will give a looksee, 
another looksee as you did at Andrews Field this morning, I inter- 
preted that to mean you would give a looksee over the whole area. 


AMOUNTS REQUESTED 


You are naming now a whole lot of items. Do I understand that 
this $4,838,000 includes just the items that you mentioned or is that 
the whole installation of $20,838,000? 

Colonel Parkutiyi. The $20,838,000 is our budget request on that. 

Senator Satronstaty. When you give a looksee over it to see if you 
can’t cut down costs and reestimate, that doesn’t mean you are going to 
leave out anything else necessarily, does it ? 

My interpretation would be to see if you could not get these things 
for a little less cost, a little cutting down here and there. That was 
my understanding. 

General Minton. That would be our first approach on that, sir. 

Senator Stennis. That is what I was hoping for, to get all you could 
that is necessary anyway. That is the way we put it for Andrews, 
but there is a somewhat different picture here from the other one. 

Even if you had to leave off some of these items, you nevertheless 
could get $16 million worth of essentials just as well, couldn’t you? 

Senator Satronstauu. Or get all of these things a little cheaper? 

Senator Stennis. You say you can’t get them all at a lesser figure, 


but you certainly won’t undergo any unbearable hardship if you have 
to leave off some, is that correct, sir? 





COMPLETION DATE 
Senator Cuavez. Here is the point. How long is it going to take 
you to get the finished product ? 


General Minton. This is the last increment of construction at 
Bong. 
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Senator Cuavez. I know. But how long would it take, on that, 
sir? 

General Minton. I think it is scheduled for the first increment of 
aircraft here the latter part of next year, Senator. 

Senator Cuavez. When? 

General Minton. The latter part of next year. 

Mr. Gissens. July of 1961, I believe. 

Senator Cuavez. Couldn’t you buy some lead items and get some 
of the money later ? 

General Minton. We phased it in that way to the best of our abil- 
ity for the last 2 or 3 years, and I would dislike to sit here and say 
that every single one of these items is an absolute must, but it has 
been studied pretty carefully and it is a new base. We don’t have 
any old facilities that we can fall back into. 

Senator Stennis. All right, I think we pretty well understand your 
situation now. 

You have made the contrast and the distinction. Unless there are 
further questions let’s go to the next item. 

(The justification follows :) 


STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND 


R. I. Bona Arr Force Base, Wis. 


request requested 


Line item | Budget House action | Restoration 


1. Base total J $20, 838, 000 | —$4, 838,000 | +$4, 838, 000 


REASON FOR RESTORATION 


The Air Force requests reinstatement of $4,838,000 at Bong AFB. The con- 
struction program proposed at Bong AFB was by specific line item in the quan- 
tities which were determined to be those required for the increased activities at 
the base. Cost estimates were provided based on engineering studies and in 
consonance with costs of similar construction. The reductions made by the 
House action were not specific and cannot be related to the requirement for any 
complete project listed in the program. Therefore the Air Force can request 
reinstatement on the fact that the total amount required is based on engineering 
cost estimates to construct the items listed in the program. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


“The committee has approved $16 million for continuation of the construction 
at Bong Air Force Base, Wis., a reduction of $4,838,000 in the estimates.” 


Turner Ark Force Base, GA. 


Colonel Parkutiy. Turner Air Force Base, two items. Photo lab 
base. We don’t wish to reclama that. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

Is this other one of your shops that you showed us here yesterday? 

Colonel Parxuiti. That’s right, the same type. 

Senator Stennis. The same type of shop that has already been 
approved. 

Without objection we move to the next one. 

(The justification follows :) 
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Turner AFB 


Quantity 
existing Appropriation request 
Quantit orunder | Quantity 
require construc- | deficient 
Quantity Cost 


Square feet | Square feet | Square feet | Square feet | Thousands 
Shop, ground powered equipment 5, 001 0 5, 001 5, 001 $114 


WHERE IS FUNCTION NOW ACCOMPLISHED? 


A 3,200 square-foot Butler type building is now being used for shop, ground 
powered equipment, on an interim basis pending availability of a suitable 
structure. 


STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND 


Turner Arr Force Bass, Ga. 


Line item Budget House action | Restoration 
request requested 


1. Photo lab, base ae $407, 000 | —$407, 000 0 
2. Shop, ground powered equipment--- 114, 000 —114, 000 +$114, 000 





521, 000 | —521, 000 +114, 000 


REASON FOR RESTORATION 
1. Photo lab, base 


Although a valid requirement exists for the photo lab, base, the action of the 
House Appropriations Committee in denying the $407,000 must be accepted by 
the Air Force since authorization to construct this facility was denied. 


2. Shop, ground powered equipment 


1. At one time powered ground equipment was processed in the automotive 
shops. At that time the equipment consisted of relatively simple mechanical 
processes which were actually comparable to the vehicular equipment. With 
the advent of the Century series fighters, higher performance bombers, and new 
cargo aircraft, the ground equipment increased in numbers, sizes, and complexity. 
As an example, the following table shows the types of powered ground equipment 
required for fighter interceptors and the increase in number of pieces for the newer 
aircraft. The increase of powered ground equipment for bombers and cargo 
aircraft is comparable. 


Number units required per squadron 


Equipment F-86 F-89 F-101 | F-102 | F-106 





Motor generators 

Engine generators 

Hydraulic test stand (gas) ___ 
Hydraulic test stand (electric)_ 
Air conditioner (gas) 

Air conditioner (electric) - - 

Air compressor (starting) -- 
Heaters (electric) 

Heaters (gas) 

Diesels (60, 100, 150 kilowatts) - 
Power supply alert starting 


10 
10 
4 
3 
8 
9 
25 
8 
20 
5 


RONNCOCOFFKOF 





Total equipment 


2. The new ground equipment includes nonautomotive features such as gas 
turbine engines and extremely high pressure hydraulic systems. Gas turbine 
engines are the same type engines as those used to power the aircraft and they 
require the same skills to maintain them. The new ground equipment has 


42550—59—_—58 
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become so complex that it is not compatible with the automotive system of 
maintenance. For example 1 fighter interceptor aircraft in use today has radio 
and electronic equipment comparable to 100 radios and 100 television sets. One 
electric motor driven generator must furnish the power for this interceptor dur- 
ing the time that maintenance is being accomplished. Automotive skills, tools, 
and equipment are not adequate for ground equipment which has become as 
complex as the aircraft it serves. 

3. The new construction for powered ground equipment shops requested in the 
fiscal year 1960 military construction program has been thoroughly reviewed at 
each Air Force level from the base; where the project originated, through the 
Office of the Secretary. These projects are not reviewed as a package for the 
whole Air Force. Even though they are repetitive items, they are reviewed 
individually. This review considers the total base requirement for the end 
position mission and weighs this requirement against all of the existing base 
facilities. 

4. It is Air Force policy to use existing facilities to the maximum extent 
whenever possible. Often existing facilities cannot be converted to other uses 
because of the stringent requirements of the workload and unusable condition 
of the buildings. For example, old structures quite often do not have the floor 
loading capacity or door sizes to accommodate this new heavy equipment. These 
same structures might not be capable of supporting overhead hoists and monorails 
necessary for maintenance on ground equipment. Maintenance of this equipment 
requires complete rewiring of existing structures to provide the required power. 
When the costs of these modifications are totalled for some existing structures 
they exceed the cost of new buildings. The important point is that when all 
these modifications are completed the resultant facility is still barely adequate 
for powered ground equipment maintenance. 

5. The size of the powered ground equipment shops were based on the number 
and types of pieces programed to be assigned to the using organizations at the 
fiscal year 1963 time period. Each piece of ground equipment receives a daily 
inspection to insure correct operating condition. This inspection is brief in 
comparison to the regular periodic inspections. Periodic inspections are. per- 
formed on each piece of equipment after a predetermined number of operating 
hours. 

6. A part of the powered ground equipment shop is used as a control and dis- 
patch center for all the equipment. Most of the equipment is dispatched each 
day and some of the equipment is dispatched several times a day. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 
1. Photo lab, base 


No reason stated ; however, reduction results from the denial for authorization 
for this project. 


2. Shop, ground powered equipment 

“Funds were requested in the amount of $2,651,000 for the construction of shop 
facilities for ground powered equipment at various locations within the Air 
Foree. Information developed by the committee cast serious doubt as to the 
validity of the requirements, particularly as regards the scope and size of the 
buildings and the maximum utilization of existing facilities. The committee has 
denied the request for funds and will expect the Department of Defense to make 
a thorough review of this entire program.” 


WourtTsM1TH Arr Force Base, MIcH. 


Colonel Parkuiy. Page 104, Wurtsmith Air Force Base. We have 
two shops, the same as we discussed yesterday. 
(The justification follows :) 
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Wourtsmitu AFB 


Quantity | Appropriation request 

Quantity existing Quantity | 

required or under deficient 
construc- 


| 
tion Quantity Cost 


Square feet | Square feet | Square feet | Square feet | Thousands 
Shop, aircraft maintenance field 48, 000 33,7 14, 14, 300 $284 
Shop, aircraft engine inspection and repair . 26, 280 11, 069 15, 211 15, 211 267 


WHERE IS WORK NOW ACCOMPLISHED? 


Twenty-six F-102A and 25 F-89J or a total of 51 small fighter aircraft are the 
only aircraft at this base at this time. 

When the B-52’s and KC-135’s arrive, existing facilities and/or those under 
construction will not be adequate to support the total base mission. 


STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND 


WortsmitH Arr Force Bass, Micu. 


Line item Budget House action} Restoration 
request requested 


1. Shop, aircraft maintenance field (addition) $284, 000 —$284, 000 +$284, 000 
2. Shop, aircraft engine inspection and repair (addition) 267, 000 —267, 000 +267, 000 


REASON FOR RESTORATION 


The decision to convert the strategic force from the home base maintenance 
concept of operation to the maintenance dispersal concept was based on the factors 
described below. 

The home base maintenance concept provided only minimum maintenance 
facilities at the satellite bases. It was planned that the aircraft would be moved 
to the home base for all heavy maintenance. Subsequently it was determined 
that maintenance of aircraft at their assigned station would provide increased 
operational capability and substantial savings in procurement of aircraft engines 
and in annual operating costs including fuel, oil, temporary duty travel, and 
transportation. 

In summary, the home base maintenance concept costs $12.5 million more 
annually for operating expenses plus $8.8 million as a one-time cost for pipeline 
engines. Maintenance facilities are available at the home bases. It is true that 
by going to the dispersal maintenance concept and by building the additional 
facilities requested at the satellite bases, the Air Force may generate some excess 
space at home bases. However, the cost of the new facility and those made 
excess is far outweighed by the operating economies and increased readiness of the 
strategic force. 

The requirement for dock or hangar spaces at the home base was considerably 
reduced. The docks and hangar spaces existing at the home bases were not con- 
structed specifically to support the home base maintenance concept, but were 
programed prior to even the establishment of satellite bases, as well as, prior to 
approval of the dispersed maintenance concept. The requirement for this 
facility at the dispersal base did not change and since sufficient docks were pro- 
vided through previous construction programs, they are not involved in the 
fiscal year 1960 military construction program request. 

The requirement of periodic maintenance space at the dispersal bases has 
been met by attaching shops to the docks at a nominal cost and this facility is, 
accordingly, not involved in the fiscal year 1960 military construction program. 

In view of the foregoing, the only two facilities which required construction 
in the fiscal year 1960 military construction programs to implement the mainte- 
nance dispersal concept are field maintenance shops and engine inspection and 
repair shops. 

Considering the improvement in operational capability, the reduced vulnera- 
bility, and the savings involved in nonproductive flying from the home base to 
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the dispersal base for maintenance, the implementation of the maintenance 
dispersal concept is a necessity and far outweighs the value of the requested 
facilities and the shops which will be made excess at the home bases. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


“Funds in the amount of $5,922,000 were requested in support of SAC dispersed 
maintenance facilities at various locations. The original concept for aircraft 
maintenance in support of the dispersal of SAC units involved the construction 
of facilities at certain locations referred to as ‘home bases.’ These bases would 
each support several SAC units at various locations. Facilities have been con- 
structed in support of this concept. Now the Air Force desires to abandon this 
concept and permit the maintenance to be performed at each installation where 
SAC aircraft are located. The committee is not convinced of the economy of this 
change or that maximum use is being made of maintenance facilities already 
constructed in support of the SAC mission. Accordingly, the funds requested 
have been deleted from the bill and the Department of Defense is expected to 
make a detailed review of this program.” 


GeorGE Ark Force BASE, CALIF. 


Colonel Parkuity. George Air Force Base, a 50-bed hospital. We 
discussed this yesterday. 

Senator Stennis. Why did you reduce that sum? 

Colonel Parkuity. The authorization was reduced. 

Mr. Giesens. We are only asking restoration in consonance with the 
authorization in the bill, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Anything special in addition to what you have 
already said that you wish to say about this hospital here? 

Colonel ParKuiLy. No, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Without objection, next item. 

(The justification follows :) 


TACTICAL AIR COMMAND 


Grorce Arr Force Bass, Ca.ir. 


Line item Budget House action | Restoration 
request requested 


1. Hospital, 50/50 beds with 10 dental operating rooms $2, 222,000 | —$2, 222,000 | +$1, 820, 200 


REASON FOR RESTORATION REQUEST 


1. Item No. 1—Hospital, 50/50 beds with 10 dental operating rooms 


Restoration in the amount of $1,820,200 is requested to match the authorization 
granted in the current military authorization bill recently approved by the Con- 
gress. The present facility occupies substandard functionally obsolete deteri- 
orated wooden buildings constructed during World War II. These buildings have 
long since outlived their programed life expectancy and are beyond economical 
rehabilitation. The practice of modern medicine in such facilities is not possible 
since the inadequacies in functional arrangement, and utilities has a seriously 
limiting effect on the usage of many of the latest diagnosis and treatment aids. 
In addition, maintaining the degree of sanitation required and expected in a 
médical facility is impossible in this worn outmoded facility. 


2. Equipment and criteria 


Plans and specifications for Air Force medical facilities are based on approved 
functional plans. For example, there is a plan for each of the following sizes: 
50-bed, 75-bed, 100-bed, 150-bed and 200-bed. These approved functional plans 
are used by the civilian architect-engineer firms in designing a specific facility. 
In each case, the specific design is reviewed by the Air Force, Office of the Secre- 
tary of Defense and the Bureau of the Budget three times before finally approve d 
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for construction. The functional plans are based on workload experience data. 
The size of each function is then determined, but, in no case, can the total scope 
exceed the Office of Secretary of Defense authorized size. Therefore, the plans 
are compressed to stay within the authorized scope. 

The Air Force medical facility includes many functions normally not present 
in civilian hospitals, i.e., medical clinics, doctor’s offices, public health activities, 
flight surgeons’ clinics, and a larger administrative and joint-use item. By the 
latter we refer to an X-ray, laboratory, pharmacy and supply area. An analysis 
of our plans reveals that the Air Force is required to allot 40 percent of the medical 
facility scope to these activities which in civilian life are provided outside of the 
hospital or there is no civilian counterpart. To site examples, the laboratory work- 
load is 25 percent for inpatients and 75 percent in support of the community 
outpatient functions. Similarly, X-ray is 15 percent inpatient, 85 percent out- 
patient and aviation medicine. Pharmacy is 5 percent inpatient and 95 percent 
outpatient. 

Notwithstanding, the following actions have been taken, subsequent to the 
start of the congressional hearings on this military construction program. 

(a) A detail review with the Air Force of installed medical and dental 
equipment ; to effect a reduction in costs, a standard of minimum quantities and 
qualities is being applied. 

(b) A post-occupancy inspection of recently constructed medical facilities is 
being accomplished. 

(c) A civilian architect-engineering firm, Sherlock, Smith & Adams, has 
been employed to review all Air Force medical criteria and functional plans. 
To date, they have reviewed the plans for the 50-, 75-, 100-, and 200-bed facili- 
ties. At a recent conference, they stated that the criteria applied to Air Force 
facilities, including equipment, is of comparable quantity and quality to civilian 
design. In fact, they pointed out that the criteria applied many materials 
incorporated in Air Force design does not take advantage of long-term savings 
in maintenance and operating costs, which are inherent in many new but 
slightly higher initial cost products. 


3. Size and scope 


Size and scope of each medical facility is based on the best available pro- 
gramed strength for 5 years in the future. This results in reductions of com- 
mand requested sizes, even though current strength is in excess of programed 
strengths. In addition, the capability of other Government medical facilities 
in the area are investigated prior to the Air Force requesting a new facility. 
For example, at Olmsted Air Force Base a dispensary was requested rather 
than a hospital since the U.S. Army at Carlisle Barracks, Pa., is considered 
adequate to provide bed patient care. Existing medical facilities are used to 
the maximum. Replacements are requested only when the existing facility is 
considered unsafe for medical care and the costs of rehabilitation and mainte- 
nance are excessive. The Air Force is currently operating many medical 
facilities which are considered marginal regarding patient safety. It has been 
determined that certain medical care procedures will have to be eliminated, 
in the future, at some of these facilities due to the deplorable condition of the 
buildings. 


4. Mobilization 


There is no mobilization potential or expansion capability incorporated in this 
design. 


5. Change orders 


Change orders are a continuing problem. There are, in essence, two types of 
change orders. Those involving design deficiencies and those involving func- 
tional changes. Design deficiencies can be greatly reduced through improved 
architect-engineer services and design supervision, which is a responsibility 
of the Corps of Engineers. Functional changes are being reduced through 
continuous review and improvement of criteria and research to incorporate ad- 
vanced design concepts in each current project. For example, we again cite 
the research and design contract with the architectural-engineering firm of 
Sherlock, Smith & Adams whose activities are aimed at this specific problem. 


6. Estimated costs 


Based on the missions of a base medical facility, referenced above, the cost 
of these facilities is not excessive. In fact, the cost per square foot and the cost 
per bed compare favorably with those constructed under the Hill-Burton Act. 
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Since 40 percent of the total scope and cost of an Air Force medical facility 
is chargeable to missions not normally found in Hill-Burton hospitals, such 
percentage must be deducted from the Air Force medical facility price, if any cost 
comparison is to be pertinent. 

Using the requested amount of $1,820,200 for the George AFB medical facility 
of 50 beds with 10 DOR’s and 51,200 square feet, this 40 percent represents a 
reduction of $728,080 in overall costs. The price of the hospital portion of the 
George AFB medical facility is, therefore, $1,092,120 ($1,820,200—$728,080) and 
this represents a cost per bed of $21,842 and a cost per square foot of $35.55. 
This per bed cost is comparable to the average per bed cost of Hill-Burton Act 
hospitals of $19,000. There are many variables which also should be considered 
in cost comparison. These include: 

(a) Cost of inspection. 

(b) Cost of utilities outside the 5-foot line. 

(c) Cost of movable or group II and III equipment. 

(d) Construction cost index for the area in which the medical facility is 
located. 

For example, the Corps of Engineers inspection costs for the George AFB med- 
ieal facility is $165,600. Ata similar Hill-Burton hospital of 54 beds at Galla- 
tin, Tenn., this inspection cost amounted to $54,428. It averages approximately 
$999 per bed for Hill-Burton hospitals. 

At George AFB, the cost of utilities outside the 5-foot line is $213,000, while 
there are no exterior utility costs reflected in Hill-Burton hospitals. 

The costs of group II and III equipment are not included in the cost of the 
George AFB medical facility, but are included in the cost of Hill-Burton hos- 
pitals. The average per bed cost of this movable equipment for Hill-Burton 
hospitals is approximately $1,936. 

The construction cost index of the area in which the hospital is located is 
1.10. The average for the Hill-Burton hospitals listed in the January 1959 
issue of U.S. Department of Public Health Service hospital and medical facilities 
survey and construction program is 1.03. 

Were these variables considered in the cost of the George AFB hospital and 
appropriate adjustments made, the resulting cost per bed would be $17,726 
and the cost per square foot $28.85. Both costs will then compare favorably 
with the average Hill-Burton hospital cost of $19,000 per bed and $31.06 per square 
foot. (U.S. Department of Public Health Service hospital and medical facilities 
survey and construction program, dated January 1959). Attached is detailed 
listing of the costs computations. 


Method of computing George AFB 


{Hospital costs of $17,726 per bed and $28.85 per square foot] 


Requested amount. 
Less utilities beyond the 5-foot line. 
Less Corps of Engineers inspection 
Plus group II and III equipment, $1,936 per bed X50 beds 
Plus Hill-Burton inspection costs, $999 per bed X50 beds 
Less difference in area index costs and Hill-Burton average. 
Adjust cost of George AFB hospital 1, 477, 166. 00 
Cost per square foot $1,477,166--51,200 square feet. 28. 85 
Cost per bed $1,477,166 X 60 percent (area chargeable to the hospi- 
tal portion of this medical facility) <-50 17, 726. 00 


$1,936 per bed cost of groups II and III equipment and $999 per bed cost of Hill- 
Burton inspection are the averages for 10 Hill-Burton hospitals. 

The per bed cost of $14.53, which is included in the $31.06 average is a mislead- 
ing example. This cost is for a 14-bed hospital constructed in Idaho of masonry 
exterior and wood frame interior and roof structure. No sprinkler system is pro- 
vided and the minimum of air conditioning. Such construction is not representa- 
tive of either U.S. Department of Public Health Service, Air Force, or civilian 
standards for permanent construction. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


“The committee has reserved judgment as to the need for these specific facili- 
ties and this action has been taken solely because of unrealistic cost estimates 
based on inadequate plans and programs.” 
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LANGLEY AIR Force Bass, VA. 


Colonel Parxuiii. Page 112, Langley Air Force Base, maintenance 
dock. 

This was a cost adjustment made by the House committee. 

Senator Stennis. If you don’t request restoration, go to the next 
one. 
(The justification follows :) 


TACTICAL AIR COMMAND 
LANGLEY AiR Force Bass, Va. 


Line item Budget House action | Restoration 
request requested 


1. Maintenance dock, medium aircraft $480, 000 —$18, 000 +0 


REASON FOR NOT REQUESTING RESTORATION 


This reduction in cost is accepted as being consistent with the cost of a similar 
maintenance dock project at the same base. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


“The committee has made a minor reduction at Langley AFB, Va., by the 
application of uniform unit costs for the aircraft maintenance docks.” 


SEYMOUR JOHNSON AIR Force BASE, N.C. 


Colonel Parxuity. 113, Seymour Johnson, two repetitive type items, 
shop areene power and shop inspection, the same type we covered 
yesterday. 

Senator Srennis. When you answer in that way, the same type we 
covered yesterday, do you mean to include the idea on each of these 
that it is the use of this complicated and high-powered machinery 
and shop tools and mobile instruments that you showed us pictures of 
yesterday? In that correct? 

Colonel Parkui. Yes; that applies to the second item, ground 
powered equipment shop. 

The first item is in support of the SAC maintenance, dispersed 
maintenance concept, which we showed yesterday on the chart. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

(The justification follows :) 


Seymour Jonnson AFB 


Quantity Appropriation request 
Quantity existing juantity 
required or under eficient 
construc- 
tion Quantity Cost 


Squa Square feet | Square feet | Square feet | Thousands 
Shop, aircraft engine inspection and repair. 18, 970 $376 
Shop, ground powered equipment 1 5, 000 137 


Shop, aircraft, engine inspection, and repair 
Work is now accomplished by the temporary assignment of space in the field 


maintenance shops in hangar No. 4511. This space is urgently required for the 
field maintenance function. 
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Shop, ground powered equipment 


Work is accomplished by the temporary assignment of space in hangar No, 
4511. This space is required for normal field maintenance activities. 


TACTICAL AIR COMMAND 


Seymour JoHnson Arr Force Basg, N. C. 


Line item Budget House action | Restoration 
request requested 


1. Shop, aircraft engines inspection and repair $376, 000 —$376, 000 +$376, 000 
2. Shop, ground powered equipment 137, 000 —137, 000 +137, 000 


513, 000 —513, 000 +513, 000 


REASON FOR RESTORATION 


1. Shop, aircraft engine inspection and repair 


The decision to convert the strategic force from the home base maintenance 
concept of operation to the maintenance dispersal concept was based on the 
factors described below. 

The home base maintenance concept provided only minimum maintenance 
facilities at the satellite bases. It was planned that the aircraft would be moved 
to the home base for all heavy maintenance. Subsequently it was determined 
that maintenance of aircraft at their assigned station would provide increased 
operational capability and substantial savings in procurement of aircraft engines 
and in annual operating costs including fuel, oil, temporary duty travel, and 
transportation. 

In summary the home base maintenance concept costs $12.5 million more 
annually for operating expenses plus $8.8 million as a one time cost for pipeline 
engines. Maintenance facilities are available at the home bases. It is true that 
by going to the dispersed maintenance concept and by building the additional 
facilities requested at the satellite bases the Air Force may generate some excess 
space at home bases. However, the cost of the new facility and those made excess 
is far outweighed by the operating economies and increased readiness of the 
strategic force. 

The requirement for dock or hangar spaces at the home base was considerably 
reduced. The docks and hangar spaces existing at the home bases were not 
constructed specifically to support the home base maintenance concept, but were 
programed prior to even the establishment of satellite bases, as well as, prior 
to approval of the dispersed maintenance concept. The requirement for this 
facility at the dispersal base did not change and since sufficient docks were provided 
through previous construction programs, they are not involved in the fiscal year 
1960 military construction program request. 

The requirement for periodic maintenance space at the dispersal bases has been 
met by attaching shops to the docks at a nominal cost and this facility is, accord- 
ingly, not involved in the fiscal year 1960 military construction program. 

In view of the foregoing, the only facility which requires construction in the 
fiscal year 1960 military construction program to implement the maintenance 
dispersal concept at Seymour Johnson is an engine inspection and repair shop. 

onsidering the improvement in operational capability, the reduced vulner- 
ability, and the savings involved in nonproductive flying from the home base to 
the dispersal base for maintenance, the implementation of the maintenance 
dispersal concept is a necessity and far outweighs the value of the requested 
facilities and the shops which will be made excess at the home bases. 


2. Shop, ground-powered equipment 


At one time powered ground equipment was processed in the automotive shops: 
At that time the equipment consisted of relatively simple mechanical processes 
which were actually comparable to the vehicular equipment. With the advent of 
the Century series fighters, higher performance bombers, and new cargo aircraft, 
the ground equipment increased in numbers, sizes, and complexity. As an ex- 
ample, the following table shows the types of powered ground equipment required 
for fighter interceptors and the increase in number of pieces for the newer aircraft. 
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The increase of powered ground equipment for bombers and cargo aircraft is 
comparable. 


Number units required per squadron 
Equipment F-89 F-101 F-102 F-106 


Motor generators 

Engine generators 
Hydraulic test stand (gas) 
Hydraulic test stand (electric 
Air conditioner (gas) 

Air conditioner (electric) 
Air compressor (starting) 
Heaters (electric) 

Heaters (gas) 

Diesels 60-100-150 kilowatts 
Power supply alert starting 


RONNOCOCOFK NS 


Total equipment 


The new ground equipment includes nonautomotive features such as gas 
turbine engines and extremely high pressure hydraulic systems. Gas turbine en- 
gines are the same type engines as those used to power the aircraft and they 
require the same skills to maintain them. The new ground equipment has 
become so complex that it is not compatible with the automotive system of 
maintenance. For example 1 fighter interceptor aircraft in use today has radio 
and electronic equipment comparable to 100 radios and 100 television sets. 
One electric motor driven generator must furnish the power for this interceptor 
during the time that maintenance is being accomplished. Automotive skills, 
tools, and equipment are not adequate for ground equipment which has become 
as complex as the aircraft it serves. 

The new construction for powered ground equipment shops requested in the 
fiscal year 1960 military construction program has been thoroughly reviewed at 
each Air Force level from the base where the project originated, through the 
Office of the Secretary. These projects are not reviewed as a package for the 
whole Air Force. Even though they are repetitive items, they are reviewed indi- 
vidually. This review considers the total base requirement for the end position 
mission and weighs this requirement against all of the existing base facilities. 

Itis Air Force policy to use existing facilities to the maximum extent whenever 
possible. Often existing facilities cannot be converted to other uses because of the 
stringent requirements of the workload and unusable condition of the buildings. 
For example, old structures quite often do not have the floor loading capacity 
or door sizes to accommodate this new heavy equipment. These same structures 
might not be capable of supporting overhead hoists and monorails necessary 
for maintenance on ground equipment. Maintenance of this equipment requires 
complete rewiring of existing structures to provide the required power. When 
the costs of these modifications are totalled for some existing structures they 
exceed the cost of new buildings. The important point is that when all these 
modifications are completed the resultant facility is still barely adequate for 
powered ground equipment maintenance. 

The size of the powered ground equipment shops were based on the number and 
types of pieces programed to be assigned to the using organizations at the 
fiscal year 1963 time period. Each piece of ground equipment receives a daily 
inspection to insure correct operating condition. This inspection is brief in com- 
parison to the regular periodic inspections. Periodic inspectons are performed 
on each piece of equipment after a predetermined number of operating hours. 

A part of the powered ground equipment shop is used as a control and dispatch 
center for all the equipment. Most of the equipment is dispatched each day and 
some of the equipment is dispatched several times a day. 

There is a total requirement of 15,000 square feet at Seymour Johnson Air 
Force Base for the ground powered equipment shops. Currently there exists 
5,000 square feet and with this increment of 5,000 square feet there still will be 
a deficiency of 5,000 square feet. 
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HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


1. Shop, aircraft engine inspection and repair 

“Funds in the amount of $5,922,000 were requested in support of SAC dis- 
persed maintenance facilities at various locations. The original concept for 
aircraft maintenance in support of the dispersal of SAC units involved the con- 
struction of facilities at certain locations referred to as ‘home bases.’ These 
bases would each support several SAC units at various locations. Facilities 
have been constructed in support of this concept. Now the Air Force desires 
to abandon this concept and permit the maintenance to be performed at each 
installation where SAC aircraft are located. The committee is not convinced 
of the economy of this change or that maximum use is being made of main- 
tenance facilities already constructed in support of the SAC mission. Accord- 
ingly the funds requested have been deleted from the bill and the Department 
of Defense is expected to make a detailed review of this program.” 
2. Shop, ground powered equipment 

“Funds were requested in the amount of $2,651,000 for the construction of 
shop facilities for ground powered equipment at various locations within the 
Air Force. Information developed by the committee cast serious doubt as to the 
validity of the requirements, particularly as regards the scope and size of the 
buildings and the maximum utilization of existing facilities. The committee 


has denied the request for funds and will expect the Department of Defense to 
make a thorough review of this entire program.” 


Sewart Are Force BASE, TENN. 


Colonel Parkutm.. Page 117, Sewart. This item was not included 
in the authorization. 

No reclama. 

(The justification follows :) 


TACTICAL AIR COMMAND 


Sewart Are Force Base, TENN. 


Line item Budget House Restoration 
request action requested 


1. Maintenance dock, medium aircraft $2, 275, 000 


REASON FOR NOT REQUESTING RESTORATION 


This reduction must be accepted since it is consistent with a reduction in cost 
made in the authorization for the project in the fiscal year 1960 military construc- 
tion authorization legislation. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


“No reason stated: however, the House action relates to a reduction in author- 


ization for construction of the facility in the fiscal year 1960 military construction 
authorization legislation.” 


Various Locations SAGE 


Colonel Parkuity. Page 118, various locations SAGE. The House 
committee adjusted this by reducing the $3 million to be in consonance 
with the revised defense plan. 

We accept this adjustment. 

(The justification follows :) 
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AIRCRAFT CONTROL AND WARNING, CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES 
Various Locations SAGE 


Line item Budget House action} Restoration 
request requested 


SAGE super combat CNT $57, 300,000 | —$3, 000,000 


REASON FOR NOT REQUESTING RESTORATION 


This reduction is accepted as part of the overall adjustments effected under 
the revised defense plan submitted by the Secretary of Defense. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


“The revised program submitted by the Department of Defense and ‘‘Reduc- 
tions in the amount of $60,300,000 were recommended for the fiscal year 1960 
construction program.’”’ The revised program refers to the revised Defense plan 
and the amount quoted relates to total reductions under the revised plan in the 
construction for both Army and Air Force.” 


GaP FILLer SITES 


Colonel Parkumu. Page 119, the gap fillers; the House deleted 
$1,300,000 in accordance with the revised defense plan. We accept 
this reduction. 

(The justification follows :) 


AIRCRAFT CONTROL AND WARNING, CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES 


19 Gap FILueR SITES 


Line item Budget House action | Restoration 
request requested 


1. Various facilities $2, 280,000 | —$1, 300, 000 


REASON FOR NOT REQUESTING RESTORATION 


1. Item No. 1.—Various facilities 


This reduction is accepted as part of the overall adjustments effected under the 
revised defense plan submitted by the Secretary of Defense. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


“The revised program submitted by the Department of Defense * * *’ and 
“Reductions in the amount of $60,300,000 were recommended for the fiscal year 
1960 construction program.’’ The revised program refers to the revised defense 
plan, and the amount quoted relates to total reductions under the revised plan 
in the construction for both Army and Air Force. 


DEFENSE MISSILES 


Colonel Parknity. Page 120, 5 Bomare sites, the House Commit- 
tee deleted this in accordance with the revised defense plan. 
(The justification follows :) 
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VARIOUS WORLDWIDE 
DEFENSE MISSILES 


Line item Budget House action | Restoration 
request requested 


— 


1. 5 BOMARC sites $20, 000, 000 |—$20, 000, 000 | 


REASON FOR NOT REQUESTING RESTORATION 


1. Item No. 1—5 BOMARC sites 


This reduction is accepted as part of the overall adjustments effected under 
the revised defense plan submitted by the Secretary of Defense. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


“Fhe revised program submitted by the Department of Defense * * *’’ and 
“Reductions in the amount of $60,300,000 were recommended for the fiscal year 
1960 construction program.’’ The revised program refers to the revised defense 
plan and the amount quoted relates to total reductions under the revised plan 
in the construction for both Army and Air Force. 


CLARK AIR Force BASE HospPITaAL, PHILIPPINE ISLANDS 


Colonel ParkuiLt. Page 122, Clark Air Force Base, Philippines. 

This is the 200-bed hospital. As you will recall, Secretary Douglas 
described the deplorable condition of the existing hospital and the 
urgent need to replace it. 

Senator Stennis. All right. You have got a special situation out 
there in a measure as I recall from the other committee. 

Colonel Parkuity. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Colonel Carmichael, do you want to say something 
special about this? 

FUNCTION OF HOSPITAL 


Colonel Carmicuagt. Yes, sir, I would. The condition of the 
existing plant has been adequately covered I believe. I will be happy 
to answer any questions that the committee may desire, but this hos- 
pital serves not only the Air Force people in the area, but it serves as 
a referral hospital for the Army and Navy. 

In addition, we service or we over there offer medical care to all of 
the State Department and other governmental employees in the Far 
Fast. 

They are referred into this hospital. It is the only hospital we have 
in the entire area for taking care of the people. 

In addition, we maintain quite a residency training program in this 
hospital for the foreign nationals, the Philippine physicians and 
physicians from other countries in the area. 

Also dentists are sent here for training. It is a very active plant 
and to get back just for a second on the existing plant, it is absolutely 
deplorable. 


TRAINING PROGRAM 


Senator Stennis. What training program do you say you have 
there now ? 
Colonel Parkuiy. Yes, sir. 
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Colonel Carmicuart. We have the doctors from the Philippines 
and from the other countries come in and take their residency training 
in our hospital. 

Senator STENNis. You mean your doctors, Air Force doctors? 

Colonel CarmicuarL. No; Philippine doctors. They come in and 
spend a year of residency with us. In fact we just graduated 20 in 
June and I believe we have another 20 or so now starting their train- 
ing. 

Senator Stennis. Who else comes in? 

Colonel CarmicuAgt. Offhand I can’t answer, I can’t name the 
other countries, sir. I will be happy to get the data. 

Senator Stennis. You said you had some training programs there. 

Colonel CarmicHaEL. Residency training, sir; when I say residency 
training, I am thinking of the medical residency where they come in 
and take specialty training in surgery and. 

Senator Srennis. They come in from where? 

Coloel Carmicuar.. Well, the Philippines, from Formosa, and out 
there—our other allies. 

Senator Stennis. Are they nationals? 

Colonel Carmicuar. Yes. 

Senator Stennis. Or are they Air Force medical men out there? 

Colonel Carmicnuar.. No, sir; they are the nationals from the coun- 
try, and we provide this training for them. 


AUTHORITY FOR TRAINING 


Senator Cuavez. What is the authority; under what authority? 


Have we some convention as between the United States and those 
nationals that you would give them training at this place? 
Colonel Carmicnaer:. I will have to supply that for the record. 
Senator Cuavez. I wish you would. 
Colonel Carmicuaet. I do not have that information with me, sir. 
(The information requested follows :) 


AGREEMENT WITH PHILIPPINES 


The 1947 bases agreement with the Philippine Government gives the United 
States the right to use all facilities at Clark Air Force Base. Although, at the 
request of the Philippine Government, negotiations have been opened to amend 
this agreement, the current discussions do not jeopardize the position of the 
Air Force at Clark. No problems or discussion of our rights to use Clark Air 
Force Base are anticipated. The principal unresolved problems of these nego- 
tiations are pertinent to criminal jurisdiction and to the settlement of certain 
real estate issues. 

Senator Stennis. If you have such poor, inadequate, rundown, 
dilapidated facilities there, why did you select that as a training 
center ? 

Colonel CarmicHaert. It is our only one in that area, sir. 

Foreign military doctors, I hope I made that clear. They are 
military men of our allies, military doctors that come in and take the 
residency training. 

Senator CHavez. Are we supposed to train all of the doctors that 
might want to be trained with us because they happen to be our 
allies ? 

Colonel CarmIcHAEL. It is more or. 
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Senator Cuavez. Get us that information if you can, will you? 
Colonel Carmicuar.. Yes, sir. 
Senator Cuavez. The authority for doing it is what we want. 


STATEMENT OF COL. J. C. CARMICHAEL, OFFICE OF THE SURGEON 
GENERAL, DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 


AUTHORITY FOR TRAINING AT CLARK AFB HOSPITAL 


Colonel Carmicuart. Mr. Chairman, the foreign national training 
of military personnel at the Clark Air Force Base hospital is con- 
ducted as part of the military assistance program which was estab- 
lished by the National Security Act of 1954, as amended. 

If the chairman is interested, I could name a few of the countries. 

Senator Stennis. I think it would be well that you name them. 

Colonel Carmicuaet. All right, sir, some of the countries are 
Burma, Indonesia, Japan, Korea, the Philippine Islands, Thailand, 
Vietnam. 

Some of the people that we have in training are: one intern from 
Japan, two from Korea, and one from the Philippine Islands, seven 
from Taiwan, two from Thailand, and I believe that is all. My enun- 


ciation may be wrong on these, sir. 

We have six residents as distinguished between interns and resi- 
dents; six residents from the Philippine Islands and those are now in 
training. 

With the chairman’s permission I would like to make a little addi- 
tional statement regarding the condition of this hospital, particularly 


referring to some of the records we have from outsiders who have 
visited this plant and have made comment. 
Senator Stennis. Couldn’t you put those in the record, please? 
Colonel Carmicuag.. I could. 
Senator Stennis. I wish you would. 
(The information follows :) 


ADDITIONAL INFORMATION ON CONDITION OF CLARK HOSPITAL 


Pertinent comments have been extracted from the report of hearings be 
fore the Subcommittee of the Committee on Appropriations, U.S. Senate, 85th 
Congress, 2d session, on H.R. 13489; a communication from General Kuter, 
Commander, Pacific Air Forces, to the Chief of Staff, USAF; and a personal 
letter to Representative Wainwright, New York, from an Air Force physician, 
written as a private citizen. These comments further amplify the statement 
on the deplorable conditions of the Clark Air Force Base medical facility made 
by Seeretary Douglas in his opening remarks. 

(a) Report of hearings, page 550. Extract of statement of Francis M. 
Forster, M.D., Professor of Neurology, Georgetown University School of Medi- 
cine. 

“Senator CHavez. You may proceed. 

“Dr. Forster. I am Dr. Francis M. Forster, professor of neurology at George- 
town University School of Medicine. I am appearing before you in regard to 
the appropriation for a new hospital at Clark Air Base in the Philippines. 
I am appearing as a private citizen and as a physician who is interested in the 
U.S. Air Force Medical Corps. 

“The Clark Air Base hospital, which I had the privilege of visiting 10 days 
ago, is the chief hospital; in fact, it is the only hospital in the 13th Air Force. 
It serves the military personnel of the 13th Air Force, the military aid and 
assistance group personnel throughout southeast Asia and the diplomatic per- 
sonnel from Taipei, Formosa, to Delhi, India. In addition to that, it serves as 
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a symbol of American military medicine to the Philippine physicians and peo- 
ple. The Filipinos, as you know, have long come to look upon us as leaders in 
medicine as well as in democracy and freedom. 

“Gentlemen, this hospital is a dilapidated, antiquated, cantonment hospital of 
wood construction which is termite-infested. As a matter of fact, it is almost 
necessary to replace the hospital every 2 years with hard Philippine woods: 

“T happened to be in the administration section of the hospital when the work- 
men tore out a section of a wall and the wood that had been placed there 2 years 
before was now the consistency of a good soda cracker.” 

(b) Extract of unclassified message to Chief of Staff, USAF, from General 
Kuter, Commander, Pacific Air Forces, dated May 25, 1958: 

“IT have personally inspected the Clark hospital facility. It is in deplorable 
condition and a disgrace to the USAF and completely unsuitable for providing 
even minimum medical care. All military personnel in southeast Asia, in addi- 
tion to those in the Philippines, depend on this hospital for medical care. These 
people cannot go elsewhere and it is our responsibility to provide them with serv- 
ice which cannot be maintained at a satisfactory standard because of poor plant. 
Personnel from almost all southeast Asiatic countries receive training and ob- 
serve U.S. methods in this hospital. The facility reflects unfavorably upon 
USAF.” 

(c) Extract of letter to Representative Wainwright from Capt. Richard C. 
Wolff, dated August 12, 1958: 

“T and all of my professional colleagues at Clark Air Base were astounded at 
the text of an article appearing in the “Manila Times” recently. It was in ref- 
erence to a decision of the House Appropriations Committee to deny the request 
made by the Departmet of the Air Force for an appropriation to build a new 
hospital at this base. 

“T am an anesthesiologist, fully trained at the University of Pennsylvania and 
in the process of completing the requirements for American Board of Anesthesi- 
ology certification. At the present time I am practically without a job. I am 
called upon to administer only a few anesthetics a week because we have no ade- 
quate operating conditions and no means for the adequate postoperative care of 
our surgical patients. We have found it necessary to deny the benefits of the 
combined skills of a board-certified surgeon, a board-eligible surgeon, urologist, 
orthopedic surgeon, and an ophthalmologist to the numerous military, State 
Department, and American nationals dependent upon this hospital for their 
medical care. 

“This situation exists because we are now using, and those before us have 
been using for many years, a wood and sheet-metal structure supposedly designed 
to function as a hospital. The entire hospital is infested with termites. We 
were forced to close the operating suite because termites were flying into the 
open wounds of patients undergoing surgery. We were forced to close down a 
surgical ward because termites were crawling underneath casts causing the pa- 
tients considerable discomfort. It is almost impossible to maintain any sort of 
a semblance of a medically clean and sterile atmosphere under these circum- 
stances. Professionally and ethically, neither I nor my colleagues feel that we 
can Offer adequate medical care to the patients coming to us. Therefore much 
necessary care has been denied. This has been a constant problem for many 
years. Attempts have been made to control the situation, but because of local 
conditions and the use of wood in the construction of these buildings, this is 
utterly impossible. 

“This hospital has accepted the added responsibility of training some physi- 
cians graduated from Philippine medical schools as interns and residents. We 
are supposed to show them the high standard of medicine as we learned it in 
the various medical schools in the United States. This is impossble to do with 
our present physical plant. It is a disgrace to the U.S. Government, to the De- 
partment of the Air Force and to the American Medical Association to expose 
these men to this type of medical care. Speaking as a U.S. citizen, I am 
ashamed of what I have to show these foreign nationals. This does not only 
follow for the Philippine national, but also for those physicians from Korea, 
Formosa, Japan, and Vietnam who have come and are now in attendance at this 
hospital for training and observation in the various medical specialties. 

“Perhaps it is not realized to what extent our medical care is offered. Since 
this is the only almost completely staffed hospital representing the U.S. Govern- 
ment in the southwest Asia area, all U.S. Embassy personnel, all personnel at- 
tached to such organizations as MAG, USIS, USFS, ICA, FOA and others, as: 
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well as U.S. Army and Navy personnel are referred to this hospital for care from 
an area covering 17 million square miles.” 
Senator Sauronstaty. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question ? 
Senator Stennis. Yes. 


NEGOTIATION WITH PHILIPPINE GOVERNMENT 


Senator Satronstauu. It probably wouldn’t be within your purview, 
but what is the status of Clark Field with relation to these negotiations 
that are now going on between the Philippine Government and our 
Government ? 

I say that because at some of these fields there are going to be 
changes. I just wondered if we might put $5 million into a new hos- 
pital at Clark Field and then have to turn over Clark Field or have 
some other arrangements. 

_ Colonel CarmicuarL. That question also has come up in the past, 
sir. 

I will refer it to the authority who can answer it. That question 
did come up. It is not within my authority to answer that. We do 
have it in the record. 

Senator SatronsTau. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that we ought 
to have some knowledge of that subject. 

General Minton. We can get that for the record, and the gentle- 
man that normally answers those questions for us isn’t here this 
afternoon. 

Senator Stennis. We do need something on it. 

General Minton. We will get that for the record. 

Senator Stennis. All right. You will supply that for the record, 


and I hope real soon. 
(The justification follows :) 


PACIFIC AIR FORCES 


Cuark Arr Force Bass, Puitippine ISLANDS 


Line item Budget House action | Restoration 
request requested 


1. Hospital, 200/200 beds $4, 900, 000 | —$4, 900,000 | —$4, 900, 000 


REASON FOR RESTORATION REQUEST 


1. Hospital 200/200 beds 


1. The existing medical facility consists of 110 prefabricated structures dis- 
persed over 25 acres. Water mains and plumbing frequently break down, burst, 
and leak. Wood rot and termite infestation is prevalent throughout the facility. 
Services have been curtailed due to the totally unacceptable structural condition 
of the facility. The practice of medicine under modern concepts cannot be 
accomplished in the present facility. 


2. Equipment and criteria 


Plans and specifications for Air Force medical facilities are based on approved 
functional plans. For example, there is a plan for each of the following sizes: 
50-bed, 75-bed, 100-bed, and 200-bed. These approved functional plans are 
used by the civilian architect-engineer firms in designing a specific facility. In 
each case, the specific design is reviewed by the Air Force, Office of the Secretary 
of Defense, and the Bureau of the Budget three times before finally approved for 
construction. The functional plans are based on workload experience data. 
The size of each function is then determined, but, in no case, can the total scope 
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exceed the Office of Secretary Defense authorized size. Therefore, the plans are 
compressed to stay within the authorized scope. 

The Air Force medical facility includes many functions normally not present 
in civilian hospitals, i.e., medical clinics, doctor’s offices, public health activities, 
flight surgeons’ clinics, and a larger administrative and joint use item. By the 
latter we refer to X-ray, laboratory, pharmacy, and supply area. An analysis of 
our plans reveals that the Air Force is required to allot 40 percent of the medical 
facility scope to these activities, which in civilian life are provided outside of the 
hospital or there is no civilian counterpart. To cite examples, the laboratory 
workload is 25 percent for inpatients and 75 percent in support of the community 
outpatient function. Similarily, X-ray is 15 percent inpatient, 85 percent out- 
patient and aviation medicine. Pharmacy is 5 percent inpatient and 95 per- 
cent outpatient. 

Notwithstanding, the following actions have been taken, subsequent to the 
start of the congressional hearings on this military construction program.- 

(a) A detail review with the Air Force of installed medical and dental 
equipment; to effect a reduction in costs, a standard of minimum quantities 
and qualities is being applied. 

(b) A post occupancy inspection of recently constructed medical facilities is 
being accomplished. 

(ce) A civilian architect-engineering firm, Sherlock, Smith & Adams, has been 
employed to review all Air Force medical criteria and functional plans. To date, 
they have reviewed the plans for the 50-, 75-, 100-, and 200-bed facilities. At 
a recent conference, they stated that the criteria applied to Air Force facilities, 
including equipment, is of comparable quantity and quality to civilian design. 
In fact, they pointed out that the criteria applied to many materials incorpo- 
rated in Air Force design does not take advantage of long-term savings in 
maintenance and operating costs, which are inherent in many new but slightly 
higher initial cost products. 

3. Size and scope of each medical facility is based on the best available pro- 
gramed strength for 5 years in the future. This results in reductions of com- 
mand requested sizes, even though current strength is in excess of programed 
strengths. In addition, the capability of other Government medical facilities 
in the area are investigated prior to the Air Force requesting a new facility. 
For example, at Olmsted Air Force Base, a dispensary was requested rather 
than a hospital since the U.S. Army at Carlisle Barracks, Pa., is considered ade- 
quate to provide bed patient care. Existing medical facilities are used to the 
maximum. Replacements are requested only when the existing facility is con- 
sidered unsafe for medical care and the costs of rehabilitation and mainte- 
nance are excessive. The Air Force is currently operating many medical fa- 
cilities which are considered marginal regarding patient safety. It has been 
determined that certain medical care procedures will have to be eliminated, in 
the future, at some of these facilities due to the deplorable condition of the 
buildings. 


4. Mobilization 


There is no mobilization potential or expansion eapability incorporated in 
this design. 


5. Change orders 


Change orders are a continuing problem. There are, in essence, two types 
of change orders. Those involving design deficiencies and those involving func- 
tional changes. Design deficiencies can be greatly reduced through improved 
architect-engineer services and design supervision, which is a responsibility of 
the Corps of Engineers. Functional changes are being reduced through con- 
tinuous review and improvement of criteria and research to incorporate ad- 
vanced design concepts in each current project. For example, we again cite 
the research and design contract with the architectural-engineering firm of Sher- 
lock, Smith & Adams whose activities are aimed at this specific problem. 

6. Estimated costs 

Based on the missions of a base medical facility, referenced above, the cost 
of these facilities is not excessive. In fact, the cost per square foot and the 
cost per bed compare favorably with those constructed under the Hill-Burton 
Act. Since 40 percent of the total scope and cost of an Air Force medical 
facility is chargeable to missions not normally found in Hill-Burton hospitals, 
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such percentage must be deducted from the Air Force medical facility price, 
if any cost comparison is to be pertinent. 

Using the requested amount of $4,900,000 for the medical facility of 200 beds 
and 127,500 square feet, this 40 percent represents a reduction of $1,960,000 in 
overall costs. The price of the hospital portion of the medical facility is, there- 
fore, $2,940,000 ($4,900,000 minus $1,960,000) and this represents a cost per bed 
of $14,700 and a cost per square foot of $38.42. This per bed cost is comparable 
to the average per bed cost of Hill-Burton Act hospitals of $19,000. There are 
many variables which also should be considered in cost comparisons. These 
include: 

(a) Cost of inspection. 

(b) Cost of utilities outside the 5-foot line. 

(c) Cost of movable or group II and III equipment. 

(d@) Construction cost index for the area in which the medical facility is 
located. 

For example, the Corps of Engineers inspection costs for the Clark Air Force 
Base medical facility is $392,000. At a similar Hill-Burton hospital of 250 
beds at Pine Bluff, Ark., this inspection cost amounted to $212,965. It averages 
approximately $999 per bed for Hill-Burton hospitals. At Clark Air Force Base, 
the cost of utilities outside the 5-foot line is $436,050, while there are not 
exterior utility costs reflected in Hill-Burton hospitals. 

The costs of group II and II equipment are not included in the cost of the 
Clark Air Force Base medical facility, but are included in the cost of Hill-Burton 
hospitals. The average per bed cost of this movable equipment for Hill-Burton 
hospitals is approximately $1.936. 

The construction cost index of the area in which the Clark Air Force Base 
hospital is located is 1.25. The average for the Hill-Burton hospitals listed 
in the January 1959 issue of U.S. Public Health Service Hospital and Medical 
Facilities Survey and Construction Program is 1.03. 

Were these variables considered in the cost of the Clark Air Force Base hos- 
pital and appropriate adjustments made, the resulting cost per bed would be 
$10,902 and the cost per square foot $28.50. Both costs will then compare 
favorably with the average Hill-Burton hospital cost of $19,000 per bed and 
$31.06 per square foot. (U.S. Public Health Service Hospital and Medical 
Facilities Survey and Construction Program, dated January 1959.) Attached 
is detailed listing of the costs computations. 

The per-bed cost. of $14.53, which is included in the $31.06 average is a mis- 
leading example. This cost is for a 14-bed hospital constructed in Idaho, of 
masonry exterior and woodframe interior and roof structure. No sprinkler 
system is provided and the minimum of air conditioning. Such construction is 
not representative of either U.S. Department of Public Health Service, Air 
Force, or civilian standards for permanent construction. 

Method of computing Clark Air Force Base hospital costs of $10,902 per bed 
and $28.50 per square foot: 


Requested amount $4, 900, 000. 00 
Less utilities beyond the 5-foot line 436, 050. 00 
Less Corps of Engineers inspection 392, 000. 00 
Plus group II and III equipment, $1,936 per bed X50 beds 387, 200. 00 
Plus Hill-Burton inspection costs, $999 per bed X50 beds 199, 800. 00 
Less difference in area index costs and Hill-Burton average 1, 024, 969. 00 
Adjusted cost of Clark Air Force Base Hospital 3, 633, 981. 00 
Cost per square foot : $3,633.981--127,500 square feet 28. 50 
Cost per bed $3,633,981X60% (area chargeable to the hospital 

portion of this medical facility) --200 10, 902. 00 


One thousand nine hundred and thirty-six dollars per bed cost of group II 
and III equipment and $999 per-bed cost of Hill-Burton inspection are the aver- 
ages for 10 Hill-Burton hospitals. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


The committee has reserved judgment as to the need for these specific facili- 
ties and this action has been taken solely because of unrealistic cost estimates 
based on inadequate plans and programs. 
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OKINAWA “M” SITE 


Colonel Parkutti. Page 126, sir, the next two items are the Oki- 
nawa MACK site and the European MACE site. As you will recall, 
Secretary Douglas described the need for these facilities, and arrange- 
ments are being made with the Secretary of Defense to advise your 
committee regarding his position. 

Senator Stennis. I understand the letter is on its way. 

(The justification follows :) 


PACIFIC AIR FORCES 


Oxinawa ‘“M” SITE 


Line item Budget House action} Restoration 
request requested 


1. Operational facility - -- _- tnt acuthadinet aid otaidnnenikitndtakkaiba $4, 100,000 | —$4, 100,000 | +-$4, 100, 000 
2. Operational facility 5, 816, 000 —5, 816, 000 +5, 816, 000 


9, 916,000 | —9, 916,000 +9, 916, 000 





REASON FOR RESTORATION 


1. The Air Force intends to operate this missile from fixed sites, using installa- 
tions hardened to 100 pounds per square inch. Our operational analysis studies, 
which were conducted over a period of 18 months during 1957 and 1958, indicate 
that we must be prepared to survive an enemy attack against our offensive 
weapons systems in a manner sufficient to assure that these same systems will 
retaliate quickly and effectively. Accordingly, in July 1958 the Air Force adopted 
its present policy of hardening future missile systems. In developing the hardened 
operational concept for the MACE missile, we found additional advantages ac- 
crued outside of the prime feature of survivability. First, since hardening reduces 
the size of the area required to operate these missiles in a soft condition (due to 
quantity-distance criteria of the warhead and booster) we were able to reduce our 
support personnel and saved about 200 personnel in each group. Second, the 
shelters provide weather protection for missiles and related equipment, which will 
be necessary if the shelters are not provided; the committee should consider that 
in the case of Okinawa, typhoon-proof buildings are required anyway. Third, 
equipment required to launch the missile, which is one of the most costly items 
in the MACE system, was halved through reduction of cable length distances 
normally required in an open site configuration. 

2. We have now essentially completed all research and development for the 
MACE B, and this equipment is soon due to go into production. If hardened 
shelters are now denied for the Air Force, we may be forced to redesign the 
support equipment with resultant high costs in research and development money 
and a delay of probably at least 1 year in operations. 

3. The Air Force intends to fund the MACE B in fiscal year 1960, after due 
consideration of the congressional findings on funds for the MACE B in defense 
appropriations, and accordingly request that the fiscal year 1960 MCP funds for 
the MACE be restored. 

4. Modern warfare dictates a balance of manned aircraft and unmanned mis- 
siles which will insure accomplishment of the missions assigned to the Air Force 
by the Joint Chiefs of Staff. It is vital that there be diversification and flexi- 
bility in the employment of tactical weapons in oversea areas. In deciding on 
the mix of weapons, the Air Force thoroughly evaluated the targets to be covered 
and the conditions under which the targets must be attacked. MACE was 
chosen for the offensive tactical missile force our oversea commanders have 
been authorized. 

5. The oversea commanders, including the Supreme Allied Commander, 
Europe, have therefore insisted on MACE as a necessary system in their war 
plans. Target areas that are important to ground as well as air forces have 
been identified and assigned to the MACE for some time. The force structures, 
however, as now planned are well below oversea commanders’ stated require- 
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ments. A change in the MACE construction program would jeopardize these 
already slender forces, and might in turn result in untimely and unacceptable 
target coverage by older systems. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


“The reductions made by the committee include * * * the request for opera- 
tional facilities for the MACE missile on Okinawa,” 

Colonel Parkuttu. The next 3 items are concerned with the security 
in Turkey. 


BALLISTIC MISSILES 


Colonel Parkumu. Page 137, “Ballistic missiles”; the House took 
this action. They stated that the committee believes it would be more 
appropriate to make the funds for the SENTRY and MIDAS pro. 
grams available to ARPA rather than to the individual services. 

Senator Stennis. But they left the money in the bill. 

Colonel Parkutiu. Yes, sir. We are accepting this transfer. 

(The justification follows :) 


VARIOUS WORLDWIDE 


Bauuistic MISSILES 





Line item Budget House action | Restoration 
request requested 


UII, ignite none kntecuddenndbshbanintevuubieiesas $393, 085,000 | —$23, 545, 000 





REASON FOR NOT REQUESTING RESTORATION 


This reduction represents a transfer of the amounts for facilities in support of 
the SENTRY and MIDAS satellite programs to a different section of the bill and 
appropriation of the construction funds to the Secretary of Defense (ARPA), 
This transfer of the amounts in the bill is accepted with the understanding that 
they will be utilized in the support of the SENTRY and MIDAS programs as 
originally planned. 

HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 

“Since these two programs have not been assigned to the Air Force, the com- 
mittee believes it would be more appropriate to make the funds available to 
ARPA rather than to the individual service and has provided for this in the bill.” 


MINOR CONSTRUCTION 


Senator Stennis. Next item, please ? 

Colonel Parkutty. Page 139, minor construction. 

We ask for $17 million. The House has reduced this by $3 million. 

Senator Stennis. You said you used in the current year about how 
much ¢ 

Mr. Surrr. Slightly in excess of $17 million, sir. 

Senator Srennis. Perhaps this budget request of $17 million is 
based largely on that experience. 

Mr. Surir. On experience of the past several years, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Is there anything special or anything more that 
you want to say on that ? 

How many more items do you have here now in addition to those for 
executive session ¢ 
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ITEMS REQUESTED 


Colonel Parkuiiy. We just have the access roads, title VIII, sur- 
plus commodity to consider. 

Senator Stennis. We might continue on then if you wish. Any- 
thing special on minor construction in addition to what you have said? 

Colonel Parkuiy. No, sir. 

(The justification follows :) 


SUPPORT PROGRAMS 


MINOR CONSTRUCTION 


Line item Budget House action | Restoration 
request requested 


1, Minor construction $17, 000, 000 | —$3, 000,000 | +$3, 000,000 


REASON FOR RESTORATION 


The amount included in the fiscal year 1960 military construction program is 
$1 million below the amount which the Department of the Air Force requested 
in fiscal year 1959 and is several times below the amount estimated to be required 
by the Air Force commands in submission of their programs to headquarters 
USAF. Projects financed under the minor construction program must survive 
a critical and detailed review and processing. 

In accordance with basic authorization for this program, projects in excess of 
$25,000 must be individually approved in advance by the Secretary of the Air 
Force and projects in excess of $50,000 must be individually approved in advance 
by the Secretary of Defense. A postreview by the Congress of all projects 
undertaken in this program is also provided for by virtue of the provisions of 
section 408(c) of Public Law 968, 84th Congress, which requires that: “The 
Secretary of each department shall report in detail semiannually to the Armed 
Services Committees of the Senate and House of Representatives with respect to 
the exercise of the authorities granted by this section.’”?’ The Department of the 
Air Force has also submitted copies of these reports to Appropriations Committees 
of the Senate and House of Representatives. Critical and searching reviews 
given to these projects as outlined above, and the basic criteria that only projects 
which are urgently required in the interest of national defense and which cannot 
await inclusion in subsequent military construction programs, insures that only 
the most justifiable projects survive. 

Fiscal year 1959 funds were not made available to the commands until November 
14, 1958, which provided for less than 8 months of activity. Nevertheless only 
$2.3 million remain unobligated at the end of fiscal year 1959 as compared with a 
total availability of $19.1 million including $16 million in new obligating authority. 
Projects financed under this program must be unforeseen and urgently required 
for carrying out the mission of the Department of the Air Force, without the 
delay of awaiting the cycle of a subsequent military construction program. 
Action taken by the House Appropriations Committee in reducing by approxi- 
mately 20 percent the request of the Department of the Air Force for funds for 
this urgent program will seriously affect the support of the fighting forces. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


“The committee has approved $50,800,000 for certain general support pro- 
grams, a reduction of $5,500,000 in the estimates. The funds approved by the 
committee are allocated as follows: 


* + 


“Minor construction 
* * 
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ACCESS ROADS 


Colonel Parxutty. Page 142, “Access roads.” The House committee 
noted with concern the increasing requirements for access roads for 
military facilities and housing areas. As a result they reduced our 
$4 million request by $1 million. We request $1 million restoration. 

The Air Force has used more than this amount in each of the last 
several years to pay a portion of the improvement, reconstruction, or 
relocation of public highways adjacent to Air Force bases. 

Expenditure of Air Force construction appropriations on public 
highways is authorized under section 15 of the Defense Highway Act 
of 1941. The Bureau of Public Roads is charged with the responsibil- 
ity of determining the most feasible solution to that. 

Senator Stennis. That is rather elemental, Colonel. We know all 
that. 

What have you got to say here on the fact that the House says you 
haven’t tried heal enough to get some of this done by the local 
authorities? 

Mr. Gispens. Sir, the participation by the local authorities is han- 
died entirely by the Bureau of Public Roads. 

They gage the Air Force or Department of Defense participation 
in that by the use and the need generally. 

We have felt all along that they have done a very good job for 
us on most of the major improvement of highways. 

The Air Force often pays as low as 50 percent of the increase even 
when the increase is generated generally by our own activity. 

Often there is a spread between the other Federal highway funds, 
the local people, and the Department of Defense. 

In coming in with a $4 million request this year in our budget, we 
felt that we were down almost as far as we could go. 

In fiscal 1957 I believe we spent about $7.5 million in that fund. 


HOUSE CUT AND RESTORATION REQUEST 


Senator Stennis. Excuse me. The sheet here would say budget re- 
quest, $4 million; House action, reduction $1 million; restoration re- 
quested, $1 million. 

But in the House explanation they say : 

“The committee has provided $6,150,000 for the road program.” 

Mr. Surrr. That is applicable to all the appropriations, Army, 
Navy, as well asthe Air Force. 

Mr. Grezens. This was their general statement. 

Senator Cuavez. What the chairman has stated, though, is correct. 
There isn’t a single State or local interest that would not be interested 
in building an access road to a plant as long as the plant is there. I 
can give you an instance down at Holloman in New Mexico where 
$2 million was spent for roads. 

Mr. Grissens. Yes, sir. 

(Whereupon, at 3:25 p.m., Wednesday, August 12, 1959, the hear- 
ing recessed, to reconvene at 9:30 a.m. Thursday, August 13, 1959.) 
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THURSDAY, AUGUST 13, 1959 


U.S. SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, 
Washington, D.C. 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to recess, in room 1114, New Senate 
Office Building, at 9 :40 a.m., Senator John C. Stennis (chairman of the 
subcommittee) presiding. 

Present: Senators Stennis, Chavez, and Saltonstall. 

Senator Srennis. All right, gentlemen, the committee will come to 
order and you may proceed. 


TITLE VIII SUPPORT 


Colonel Parkuitt. Mr. Chairman, we have three items to take up 
in open session and then two items to discuss in closed session. The 
first is on page 144. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

Colonel Parkumu. The title VIII support, we requested $9 million 
and the House has denied $1 million of this. 

We requested the $9 million to support a program of approximately 
9,000 units of title VIII family housing. 

Congress has increased the authorization program to 12,050 units. 
Without giving a specific reason, the House committee has reduced our 
support money by the $1 million. 

This reduction will curtail our efforts to provide this urgently needed 
housing and we request restoration of this amount. 

Senator Stennis. What is this money ? 


Mr. Gissens. It is primarily used, sir, for the cost of land, for the 
housing, and the utilities brought into the area. 

Senator Stennis. It won’t supply you with many utilities, will it, 
this small amount of money ? 

Mr. Gippens. No, sir; it will average on most of our projects some- 
where around $1,000 a unit. 

tn ga Srennis. Well, I say this is not enough money to buy much 
utilities. 

Mr. Gippens. No. I say, sir, that the requirement for the land and 
the utilities will average somewhere around $1,000, sometimes higher, 
say about $1,200 per unit as an average cost in the site. 


933 
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Senator Stennis. All right, anything on this, Senator Saltonstall? 
Senator SatronsTaty. No; I don’t think so. 
(The justification follows :) 


SUPPORT PROGRAMS 


Titte VIII Support 


Line item Budget House action | Restoration 
request requested 


1. Title VIII housing $9, 000,000 | —$1,000,000 | +$1, 000, 000 


REASON FOR RESTORATION 

1. The Air Force requests reinstatement of $1 million to support title VIII 
family housing construction. 

2. The Air Force originally requested $9 million to support a program of ap- 
proximately 9,000 units of title VIII family housing. Although the Congress 
increased the authorized program to approximately 12,000 units, the House 
proposes a reduction to $8 million in the support program. It must be assumed, 
if allocations of housing to the services are made in proportion to the numbers 
authorized, that the Air Force will be allocated approximately half of the 20,000 
unit limitation imposed by the authorization bill. Under this assumption, the 
reduction in support dollars cannot be justified. Such a reduction would greatly 
curtail Air Force efforts to provide urgently needed housing for its families. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


“The committee has approved $50,800,000 for certain general support pro- 
grams, a reduction of $5,500,000 in the estimates. The funds approved by the 
committee are allocated as follows: 


* * * * * 
“Support of title VIII (Capehart) housing $8, 000, 000” 
* * * * * 


SurpLus ComMopity Hovusine 


Senator Srennis. The next item, please. 
Colonel Parkuimu. The next item is on page 145, surplus com- 
modity housing support. 
AMOUNT REQUESTED 


We requested $1 million; the House committee has denied $500,000. 
They have given no specific reason for this reduction. 

We have projects under deisgn for which foreign currencies are 
available and these would be supported with the $1 million that we 
originally requested. 

Senator Srennis. Is this the Public Law 480 program ? 

Mr. Giepens. Yes, sir; it is. 

Senator Srennis. Now there are two or three of these programs. 
You have some houses in London and I believe you call them “tobacco 
houses.” Do you remember those ? 

Mr. Gippens. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. This item is not that type of program, as I under- 
stand it, or is it? 

Mr. Gresens. It is similar to it. 
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Senator Stennis. Those tobacco houses are different from Public 
Law 480 as I recall. 

Mr. Greeens. I think it is all under 480, sir. These are out of the 
surplus commodity credits that are generated in those countries. 

Senator Srennis. I believe we increased the amount in the authori- 
zation bill. We extended this program at least, did we not, and made 
it eligible for others. 

This seems to be the distribution of a general overall cut and they 
just applied $500,000 of this item. 

Colonel Parxum. That is right, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Well, do you feel like you must have that money, 
that much money ? 

Colonel Parkum. Yes, sir; we will not be able to go very far this 
year with this program without the additional money. 

Senator Stennis. What is your figure as to the amounts you contem- 
plate _ use from Public Law 480 if you have enough cash to carry 
it out 

Mr. Grssens. You mean the total ? 


TOTAL FROM SUEPLUS COMMODITY HOUSING 


Senator Stennis. The total amount from the Surplus Commodity. 

Mr. Gissens. It would probably run around $714 million, sir, or 
slightly more. 

enator Stennis. This money in this item is just the support? 

Mr. Giesens. This is merely the support and it provides for U.S. 
purchases of certain materials that are not obtainable in the foreign 
countries. 

Senator Stennis. Yes. 

Senator Sauronsrauu. In other words, you can’t make use of the 
foreign currencies unless you have money to buy things in the United 

tates 

Mr. Giszens. That is correct, sir. 

Senator Stennis. You say here $10 million is the estimated cost 
of the units on which you expect to begin construction in the next 
few months, and then in addition, you have a $5 million or $20 million 


program. 
Anything further, Senator? 
Senator SauronstTatu. No. 
(The justification follows :) 


SUPPORT PROGRAMS 


SURPLUS COMMODITY HOUSING 


Line item Budget House action | Restoration 
request requested 


1, Surplus Commodity Housing $1, 000, 000 —$500, 000 +$500, 000 
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REASON FOR RESTORATION 


1. The current unfunded Surplus Commodity program of the Air Force consists 
of 4,708 family housing units in 12 foreign countries.. Included in this total are 
1,921 units from prior years’ authorizations and 2,787 units approved by Congress 
in the fiscal year 1960 Military Construction Authorization Act. Of this total 
of 4,708 units, 2,612 require dollar support to provide certain materials and equip- 
ment that cannot be obtained with the local currencies of the countries concerned, 
either from the local economy or by conversion to the currencies of other countries 
where such items might be available. Projects in the United Kingdom do not 
require dollar support. 

2. Foreign currencies are available at the present time in 4 countries for 521 

units which the Air Force has under design and expects to begin construction 
within the next few months. The total estimated cost of these units is $10 million, 
of which $2.5 million is required in dollar support. 
. 8. In addition, design will be started on 850 units in 3 countries where foreign 
‘currencies are expected to be made available to the Air Force for construction 
during the current fiscal year. The total estimated cost of these units is $20 
million, of which $5 million is required in dollar support. 

4. The remaining projects are deferred pending the availability of foreign 
currencies. 

5. These family housing units in oversea areas are urgently needed and can- 
not be obtained in these countries without the requested dollar support. The 
budget request for $1 million is a minimum appropriation against a requirement 
for approximately $7.5 million to support this program during the current fiscal 
year. It is requested that the item for $1 million be reinstated. 


HOUSE REPORT STATEMENT 


“The committee has approved $50,800,000 for certain general support programs, 
a reduction of $5,500,000 in the estimates. The funds approved by the committee 
are allocated as follows: 


. * bd * * * 
Support of Surplus Commodity credit housing $500,000’ 


* * * * * 


Senator Stennis. Is there anything further? 

Colonel CarmicuaeEt. No, sir; that is it. 

Senator Stennis. I am not cutting you off, but I think you have 
answered the question, Colonel. 

Anything else, gentlemen ? 

Colonel Parxumu, Mr. Chairman, we would like to go into closed 
session at this time. 

Senator Stennis. All right, gentlemen, we will go into executive 
session now and take up the other matters you want to go into. 

(Whereupon, at 9:50 a.m., the subcommittee proceeded into execu- 
tive session. At 10:25.a.m. the committee resumed its regular session.) 

Senator Srennis. All right, Mr. Poole, we are glad to have you 
with us this morning. 


STATEMENT OF HARRY POOLE, OFFICE, ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF 
DEFENSE (COMPTROLLER) 


Mr. Poorz. Right after Mr. McNeil and Mr. O’Brien opened the 
testimony of these hearings, we presented to this committee our recom- 
mendations with respect to language and general provisions. 

The House substantially passed what we recommended and added 
section 112. We feel this is more or less of a reflection of what the 
1959 Military Construction Act thought with respect to the utiliza- 
tion of foreign currencies. 
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Generally speaking, this section provides that we do certain things 
we have been doing. ; 

We have no particular objection to the section. 

Senator SattonsTALL. This is section 112? oe 

Mr. Poore. Yes, sir. We have no particular objection except that 
we think it can be clarified somewhat. 

Senator Stennis. All right, proceed. 

Mr. Pootz. We want to clarify it in two ways. We will have con- 
struction under this appropriation roughly in 21 countries. 

This requires that the Secretary of Defense make at least 21 certi- 
fications. 

If we have more than one contract in each country, two or three, 
it can get to a point where the Secretary of Defense has to make 
several dozen certifications. 

We ask this committee’s support to make a minor change author- 
izing the Secretary of Defense or his designee to make those certi- 
fications. 

Senator Stennis. All right; give us your substitute language there. 

Mr. Poors. I will discuss one more point, Mr. Chairman, and then 
give you the language we recommend. 

In reading this section now, line 12 says, stating the reasons therefor : 

“Tt will appear that the Secretary has to state the reasons for the 
construction,” whereas we feel what this section wants to say is: 
“Stating the reasons for not using the foreign currencies.” 

If the four words were removed from the end of that section, the 
section would read something like this: 


None of the funds appropriated in this act may be used to make pay- 
ments under contracts for any project in a foreign country unless: the Secre- 
tary of Defense or his designee, after consultation with the Secretary of the 


Treasury * * *—— 
Senator Sattonstauu. Or his designee? 
Mr. Poorz. Or his designee— 


certifies to the Congress that the use, by purchase from the Treasury, of cur- 


rency of such country acquired pursuant to the law is not feasible for the pur- 
pose, stating the reason therefor. 


Senator Stennis. We are glad to have that language, and I think 
we can adopt that and take it to our friends to consider. 
Mr. Pootz. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 


Senator Stennis. At this point we will insert a letter from the 
Secretary of Defense on general reclama items, especially the MACE 
question discussed on page 774 of these hearings. There is also a 
letter from Chairman Hayden, as well as those from several other 
Senators and Congressmen, all of which will be placed at this point. 


Tue Secrerary OF DEFENSE, 
Washington, August 10, 1959. 
Hon. Joun STENNIS, 
Chairman, Subcommittee on Military Construction, 
Committee on Appropriations, U.S. Senate. 


Dear Mr. CuarrMan. The Department of Defense has reviewed H.R. 8575 
as passed by the House of Representatives on August 10, 1959, and its accompany- 
ing Committee Report No. 811. 

The House proposed a reduction in new obligational authority for our military 
construction programs in the amount of $278,197,300. This amount includes 
$52,300,000 which represents savings resulting from the revised air defense plan 
recently presented to your subcommittee. An additional amount of $6,195,600 
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represents projects which were included in our program but failed to secure 
authorization or for which either no restoration, or restoration in a reduced amount 
is requested. Therefore, we are urging restoration of new obligational authority 
oe in the amount of $219,701,700. 

e have carefully reviewed the reductions in program and new obligational 
authority proposed by the House. In our judgment, the action proposed by the 
House will affect adversely the military construction programs required to support 
our forces and the modern weapons with which they are being equipped. 

In the reductions proposed by the House, there was included $16,301,000 for 
MACE B hardened, operational facilities in oversea areas. This amount is con- 
tained in our restoration request. House Report No. 743, accompanying H.R. 
7454 as enacted by the Congress, contains language permitting the Secretary of 
Defense to authorize the Department of the Air Force to procure MACE B from 
funds available to the Air Force. The Secretary of Defense is required by this 
language to certify to the Appropriations Committees, prior to the obligation of 
any funds for such procurement, that the procurement of MACE B is essential to 
the military posture of the United States. 

Based on the above, we would suggest that your subcommittee restore the 
$16,301,000 with the understanding that no obligation of these construction 
funds will be made until such time as the necessary certification has been accom- 
— _ the required approval of the Appropriations Committee has been 
obtained. 

Previously, we have provided your subcommittee with justifications with 
respect to the restoration of $219,701,700 in new obligational authority and 
ong which we consider to be most important. If the subcommittee has sy 

er questions considering these restorations, we will welcome the opportunity 


to present any additional details that may assist your subcommittee in its delibera- 
tions. 


Sincerely yours, ‘ nye 
Er, McEnRoy. 


Lerrer From Sunator Haypsn 


U.S. Senats, 
ComMiITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS 


4 
August 12, 1959. 
Hon. Joun C. Stennis, 
Chairman Subcommittee on Military Construction, Commitiee on Appropriations, 
Senate Office Building, Washington, D.C. 

Dear JoHN: When the House acted on the military construction appropriation 
bill for fiscal year 1960 it reduced the budget estimate for construction at Fort 
Huachuca, Ariz., by $3,281,500. The money requested for construction of two 
enlisted men’s barracks and supporting facilities in the amount of $2,541,000 were 
denied with the comment that ‘‘the committee fails to see why facilities in this 
area cannot be constructed at costs similar to those found at other military 
installations in the continental United States * * *.” 

I have secured the attached statement regarding these two barracks and the 
reasons for their cost being greater in Fort Huachuca than in some other areas of 
the United States. 

Briefly, the higher costs are caused by the isolation of this post. This isolation 
results in labor costing about 40 percent more with overall construction costs being 
increased by 18 percent. 

I cannot that denial of the two barracks buildings will ‘‘bring the overall 
cost here in line with costs experienced elsewhere” but will simply mean that 
needed troop housing will not be available. 

I sincerely hope t. your subcommittee will see fit to restore the full amount 
of the Signal Corps budget estimate for this purpose. 

Yours very sincerely, 


Cart HaypeEn. 
Fort Huacnvuca ENuistEp MEnN’s BARRACKS AND SUPPORTING FACILITIES 


1. The project for the barracks and supporting facilities at Fort Huachuca, 
Ariz., includes the following items: 
(a) 2 enlisted men’s barracks (326 men each). 
(b) 1 battalion mess building (5 eompanies). 
(c) 1 battalion administration and supply building (5 companies). 
(d) 1 heating plant (10 million B.t.u.). 
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2. Following are the reasons for the comparatively high costs of construction at 
Fort Huachuca. 

(a) Fort Huachuca is in seismic zone No. 2 as established by the Uniform 
Building Code based on U.S. Coast and Geodetic Survey seismic studies. It is 
estimated that the increase in cost due to seismic design is slightly less than 5 

recent. 

(b) Fort Huachuca is remote from both labor market and material source and 
agreements have been consumated between labor unions and the contractor’s 
association in Arizona require that labor be paid subsistence on all jobs remote 
from cities. The cost of this subsistence is approximately $8 per man-day for 
construction at Fort Huachuca which increases labor costs in this area by about 
40 percent. This in turn results in an overall construction cost increase of 
approximately 18 percent. 

3. (a) Based upon construction experience empirical cost estimates and area 
adjustment factors for permanent military construction have been developed 
by the three military services and the Department of Defense. This information 
is published in AR 415-17, March 9, 1959, and indicates that within the con- 
tinental United States the area adjustment factor for entire States varies from a 
low of 0.90 to a high of 1.10. The only areas included in this regulation are those in 
which the Army has had major construction experience in recent years. With 
respect to the specific States for which information was requested this AR 
indicates the following: 


Area adjustment 
State: fact 


Missouri 
New York (less New York City) 
New York City 


* (b) There are 12 other States with area adjustment factors of 1.10 and in 
addition the following 4 areas have area adjustment factors greater than 1.10: 
(1) Two Rock Ranch, California, 1.15. 
(2) Newark, N.J., 1.15. 
(3) Fort’ Huachuca, Ariz., 1.20. 
(4) Granite City Engineer Depot, IIl., 1.20. 

(c) In addition to the above information Mr. B. M. Pitcher, Chief of the Cost 
Estimating Section, Engineering Division, of the Navy Bureau of Yards and 
Docks, advises that the following areas in Florida where the Navy has accom- 
plished major construction have area adjustment factors as indicated below. 

(1) Key West, Fla., 1.10. 
(2) Cape Canaveral, Fla., 1.15. 


U.S. Spnats, August 14, 1959. 
Senator JoHN STENNIS, 


Chairman, Subcommittee on Military Construction, 
Senate Committee on Appropriations. 


Dear Joun: I should like to give my endorsement to the request of the Air 
Force that $1,037,000 be included in the military construction appropriation bill 
to accomplish modifications on the missile overhaul depot at the Olmsted Air 
Force Base in Pennsylvania. This sum was included in the budget, but was 
deleted from the bill by the House of Representatives. 

The House Appropriations Committee gave as its reason for denying the budget 
request the opinion that study should be given to the possibility of using private 
facilities or the facilities of the Department of the Navy for doing the work that 
would be done at Olmsted after the contemplated modifications were made. 
Acutually, consideration to these two possibilities has already been given by 
the Air es which concluded that modifying its own facilities would be con- 
siderably less costly and more efficient than turning the work over to private 
facilities. The Department of the Navy has no facilities suited to do the work 
that the Air Force wishes to have done at Olmsted. I hope that your subcom- 
mittee, after giving consideration to these facts, will see fit to restore the full 
appropriation. 

Sincerely, 


JosEepH §. CLARK. 
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U.S. SENATE, 
August 12, 1959, 
Senator Joun STENNIS, 
Senate Military Construction Appropriation Subcommittee, 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear SENATOR: You will recall that during the 1958 session the need of the 
Navy for adequate docking facilities for large aircraft carriers at San Diego was 
brought to the attention of the Subcommittee on Military Construction of which 
you also are chairman. 

It was a matter of great satisfaction to me and others who recommended an 
amendment to legislation then pending that your subcommittee added an item 
to authorize acquisition of real estate and construction of a dock at the Naval 
Air Station, North Island, adequate to permit the berthing and servicing of the 
large carriers operating in Pacific waters. This authority was contained in the 
measure which became Public Law 85-685. 

As had been anticipated, a request for funds to proceed under this authority 
was submitted in connection with the military construction appropriation for the 
current fiscal year. Unfortunately, the item was denied by the House of 
Representatives. 

he need for such facilities has grown more critical and present operating 
plans are to have several so-called supercarriers attached to the portion of the 
fleet in the Pacific in the foreseeable future. 

I should like to request that your subcommittee reconsider the $7 million item 
for NAS, North Island, because it appears to be thoroughly warranted. I am 
advised it has a relatively high priority on the Navy construction program. 

Prospective savings from such facilities are considerable and the ability of car- 
riers to obtain faster servicing and provisioning would contribute to greater na- 
tional security. The process of transporting aircraft between carriers anchored 
off the station and North Island is time consuming, costly, and risky. Efficiency 
as well as economy would be promoted if these ships were able to tie up at a pier 
instead of being forced to anchor at some distance out in the harbor while in port. 

My colleague, Representative Wilson, of California, a member of the House 
Armed Services Committee, joins in requesting your subcommittee’s further con- 
sideration of this item. I am enclosing a copy of a letter which he sent me giving 
further reasons why we regard this item as worthy of inclusion in H.R. 8575 by 
way of a Senate amendment. 

With warm regards, I am, 

Sincerely, 
Tuomas H. Kucuet. 


U.S. SENATE, 
August 13, 1959. 
Hon. Joun STENNIS, 
Chairman, Subcommitiee on Military Construction, Senate Committee on Appro- 
priations, Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. CuarrMan: When the House passed the military construction bill it 
included an item of $2,028,000 to continue construction on the Glasgow Air Force 
Base in Montana. 

I have been informed that this appropriation was $1,150,000 below the budget 
request. I am taking this opportunity to ask that the full budget request be 
restored. As you know, construction on this project is at a peak at this airbase 
in north-central Montana. Because of its extreme importance, I would not like 
to see construction slowed down. As you know, this base was recently transferred 
from Air Defense Command to Strategic Air Command. This base is located 
approximately 15 miles north of the city of Glasgow, Mont., in a generally 
isolated area. 

Glasgow is a city of less than 10,000 people and is not in a position to provide 
any of the services that are needed at the present time on the airbase. Therefore, 
I feel that every consideration should be given to restoring these additional funds 
so that these services can be provided for the influx of new personnel at the base. 

Senator Murray has asked that he be associated with this request to have suf- 
ficient moneys appropriated for the Glasgow Air Force Base so that construction 
may proceed according to plan. Also, I am sure that you are aware that we are 
in complete accord with the appropriation of $473,000 for new construction at the 
Malmstrom Air Force Base in Great Falls, Mont. 

Thanking you and with best personal wishes, I am, 

Sincerely yours, 
Mike MANSFIELD. 
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U.S. SENATE, 


August 12, 1959. 
Hon. Joun C. STENNIs, 


Chairman, Subcommittee on Military Construction, 
Committee on Appropriations, 
U.S. Senate, Washington, D.C. 


Dear Mr. CuarrMan: As you know, the House Committee on Appropriations 
deleted from the military construction bill the administration requested item of 
$347,000 for construction of a new post office at Fort Knox, Ky. This is to 
urgently request that your subcommittee restore this item. I have visited 
Fort Knox and know how important these new facilities are at Fort Knox. In 
addition, I am informed that the present post office is really a fire hazard. I shall 


appreciate it deeply if your subcommittee will restore this administration request. 
With kind regards. 


Sincerely yours, 
THruston B. Morton, 


U.S. SENATE, 
August 13, 1959. 

Hon. Cart HaybDEn, 

Chairman, Senate Appropriations Committee, 

Washington, D.C. 


Dear Senator: The military construction authorization bill which was recently 
approved by the Congress contained an authorization providing for 10 units of 
military housing at the Army Transportation Depot at Charleston, 8.C. The 
military construction appropriations bill which recently passed the House and is 
now pending before your committee also gives approval to this project. 

The Army has informed me that this family housing is urgently required to 
provide quarters for officer personnel to maintain continuity of operations and 
to assist in the safeguarding of transportation craft in the west storage area of 
the base. The present housing units on the base were constructed for temporary 
purposes in 1918 and were converted to family dwellings with materials that were 
available on the base. Because of the present condition of these units, the Army 
informs me it is impossible to maintain a constant temperature in the dwellings. 
I have been further advised by the Army that it would cost more money to re- 
habilitate the present quarters than to construct these proposed new quarters. 

I hope that you and the other members of the committee will be able to retain 
this specific appropriation when the subcommittee and the full committee take 
action on H.R. 8575 because of the importance of this project to our defense 
program. 

With best wishes, 

Sincerely, 
Strom THURMOND. 


HovusE oF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D.C., August 11, 1959. 
Hon. Tuomas H. KucueEt, 
U.S. Senate, Washington, D.C. 


Dear Tom: Enclosed herewith is the testimony by the Navy before our Appro- 
priations Committee relative to the carrier berthing wharf at the Naval Air Sta- 
tion, North Island, which was included in the President’s budget this year but 
which was knocked out by the House Appropriations Committee. You will 
find that Admiral Chew’s testimony sets out the basic reasons underlining the 
urgency of this project. Unfortunately, I do not feel sufficient information was 
provided to the committee, and they failed to take into consideration the opera- 
tional needs of the Navy. 

Officials in the Office of the Chief of Naval Operations have advised me that 
this is considered a critically important project because five supercarriers will 
eventually be operating in the Pacific. Even if this project were funded in this 
year’s appropriation bill, it would still be 2 years before construction would be 
completed, at which time the Navy expects to have at least three supercarriers 
operating on the Pacific coast. The Navy says it needs the pier today and that 
further delay as far as their operations are concerned will compound the problem. 
If this project is delayed another year, it would mean 3 years before the project 
would be operational. 





942 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION APPROPRIATIONS, 1960 


Since the Headquarters for the Commander of the Naval Air Forces Pacific 
is located at North Island and this is the facility from which operating planes of the 
carrier fleet are to be loaded and unloaded, it is imperative that there be no delay 
in the starting of construction of this project. 

Since final plans and specifications are already underway, it does not seem 
sensible to delay construction. The Navy feels it urgently needs the project in 
its military operations. I do not think that Congress is in a position to challenge 
their declaration of urgency. 

If you can get the item included in the Senate bill, I am reasonably sure"we 
can build up enough support to save it in conference. Let me know if I can give 
you ony further information in this regard. 

incerely, 


Bos Witson, Member of Congress. 


(Whereupon, at 10:30 a.m., Thursday, August 13, 1959, the sub- 
committee recessed, to reconvene at the call of the Chair.) 
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Aberdeen Proving Ground 
Justification 
Additional request. 
Amount requested 
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House report 
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Cold Regions Laboratory, Hanover, N.H 
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Plans and specifications, review of 
Columbus General Depot 
Justification 


Cost, Army versus civilian hospitals, report on 
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Fort Benjamin Harrison, barracks 
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Fort George G. Meade, medical laboratory 
Justification 
Specimens submitted to laboratory 

Fort Huachuca, barracks 


Fort oe 
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Special purpose air stations 

John H. Towers Field, Md 
Justification 
Lakehurst, N.J., electric substation 
Pacific Missile Range, Point Arguello 
Patuxent River, Md., Station 
Roads and utilities 


Water supply, communication and electric lines 

Whiting Field, Fla., Auxiliary Air Station 
Chew, Rear Adm. John L., statement of 

Missile program, amounts for research 

Categories of research 

Missile program funds 

Budget revision 

Naval Reserve, construction funds 
Communications facilities 

Justification 

Karamursel, Turkey 

Londonderry, North Ireland, barracks. 

Lualualei, T.H., radio station 

Naval security group, Istanbul, Turkey 

Okinawa, radio direction finder at 

Ruskin Lake 

Sabana Seca, Puerto Rico, radio station. ~.......-.--..-- 

Sugar Grove, W. Va., radio research station 

Wahiawa radio station 

Washington County, Maine, radio station 

Winter Harbor, Maine, radio station 
Ensey, Rear Adm. Lot, statement of 

Availability of funds, 1960 request 


New obligational authority, funds for 
Guantanamo Bay, extension of runway 
Housing 
Capehart housing support 
Family quarters, foreign locations 
Inadequate housing, improvement of 
Language changes, proposed in House Document 102, Navy_--_- 


Marine Corps facilities 
Barstow, Calif., Supply 
Camp Lejeune, N.C., b 
Camp Pendleton, Calif 
Twenty-nine Palms Base 

Water litigation 

Medical facilities 
Justification 
Naval Medical Center, Bethesda, Md 
New London, Conn., laboratory 

Military hospitals, cost of 
Dental section 

Personnel 
Medicare program 
Utilities and roads 

Milne, Hon. Cecil P., statement of 
Accounting system, uniform 
Facility holdings 
Family housing 
Fleet modernization, plea for 
Real property, disposal of excess 

Naval research facilities 
Justification 
Laboratory, District of Columbia 

Obligated and committed funds 


ase 
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Oversea stations, facilities at 
Argentia, station in 
Atsugi, Japan, station. 
Bermuda Naval Station, barracks 
Ford Island, Oahu 
Guantanamo, runway extension at 
Justification 
Mayport, recreational facilities 
Philippine project 
Puerto Rico station 


Justification 
Ford Island, T.H., Naval Air Station, pier modification. --_- 
Justification 
Funding program 
General supply programs 
Access ro: 
Justification 
Minor construction 
Navy ee, access roads, 1960, examples 
Great Lakes, Ill., Naval Training Center, barracks 
Enlistment rate 


Justification 
POL storage 
Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, Naval Air Station, runway ex- 
camel 


Justification 

Hospital costs 

Johnson City, Tepn., Marine Corps Reserve Training Center- 
Justification 


Contract estimates, 1959 
Hospital 


Justification 
Miscellaneous reductions 
Restoration requested 
Meridian, Miss., Naval Air Station runway 
BRAVO request 
Completion date 
Justification 
Purpose of field 
Miscellaneous reductions 
NAMC, Philadelphia, Pa., arresting gear 
Justification 
Naval Hospital, Bethesda 
Justification 
Proposed improvements 
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Naval Research Laboratory, Washington, D.C 
Information exchange 
Justification 
Scope of work 
New London, Conn., Submarine Base, barracks 
Bush, Hon. Prescott, letter from 
Cost 
Dodd, Thomas J., letter from 
Justification 
North Island, Calif., Naval Air Station, pier 
Justification 
New pier construction 
Pensacola, Fla., station, landing field 
Point Mugu, Calif 
Barracks 
Headquarters building 
Justification 
Request and House reduction 
Restoration requested 
Roosevelt Roads, P.R 
Justification 


Pier enlargement 
Cost estimates 
Tampa, Fla., Marine Corps, Training Center 
Amphibious tractor battalion 
Cost of land 
Justification 
Yuma, Ariz., Marine Corps Auxiliary Station 
Justification 
Restoration requested 
Reserve, Naval 
Appropriation categories 
Atlanta, Ga., Air Station 
Beaumont, Tex., Training Center 
Champaign, IIL, electronics facility 
Chicago, Ill., Training Center 
Dallas, Tex., Air Station 
Galveston, Tex., Training Center 
Glenview Air Station 
Grosse Ile, Mich., Air Station 
Justification 
Kingsville, Tex., electronics facility 
Los Alamitos, Calif., Air Station 
New Haven, Conn., berthing area 
New Orleans, La., Air Station 
Olathe, Kans., Air Station 
Reprograming item 
Memorandum on 
Rochester, N. Y., Center 
San Rafael,.Calif., Training Center 
St. Louis, Mo., Training Center 
Tampa, Fia.., Training Center 
Weymouth, Mass., lighting at 
Whitestone, N.Y., project 
Willow Grove, Pa., improvements 
Service schools 
Great Lakes Training Station, Ill 
Justification 
Naval Communications Center, Carry Field, Fla 
Naval Station, Norfolk, Va 
Naval Training Center, San Diego, Calif 
Staff College, Norfolk, Va 
Total appropriations 
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Bupply facilities 
Bayonne, N.J., Dep 
Brooklyn, Military Medical Supply Agency 
Justification 
Pearl Harbor, data-processing machine at 
San Diego, Calif., project 
Unfunded authorized projects 
Yards and Docks, Bureau of 
Access roads 
Appropriation total 
Carradi, Capt. P., statement of 
Capehart housing. (See Housing.) 
Carryover funds, utilization of 
Damaged facilities, replacement of 
Fleet base facilities, statement on 
Newport, R.I. Naval Station 
Guam, power facilities at 
Agreement, statement of 
Guam government, participation of 
Guantanamo, Cuba, water system 
Justification 
Planning and design 
Shipyard facilities, funds for 
Boston, Mass., Shipyard 
Brooklyn Shipyard 
Building ways, improvement of 
David Taylor Model Basin 
Justification 
Long Beach Shipyard 
New London, Conn., Naval Base_---.---.----------- 
Portsmouth, N.H., Shipyard 
Ship repair facilities, Guam 
Statement_on 
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General authority 
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